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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frmay, June 21, 1912,

The House met at 10 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: -

Our Father in heaven, let Thy Kingdom come in our hearts
that we may be filled with wisdom and purity, justice and
mercy, patience, courage, fortitude; that we may hallow Thy
name and fulfill the law of Christ, “All things whatsoever ye
would that men should do to you do ye even so to them.” This
we ask in the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

CONFERENCE REPORTS, PENSION BILLS.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up the con-
ference reports that have been printed under the rules. The
first one I desire to eall up is the bill H. R, 18712,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R.18712. An act untn:l%.l pensions and increase of penslons to
certain soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
goldlers and sallors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
and dependent relatives of such soldlers and sailors.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (XNO. 904).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
18712) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3
and 4.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same.

WirLiamM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

P. J. McCUMBER,
HENRY E. BURNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement is as follows:

STATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, Frank A. Schaller (H. R. 11007) : The
House passed this at $24. The Senate reduced the amount to
$12 on the ground that the soldier’s disability does not warrant
a higher rating; and the House concurs and recedes from its
disagreement to the amendment.

Amendment No. 2, Noah H. Stout (H. R. 11710) : The House
passed this at $24 per month. The Senate reduced the amount
to $12 per month on the grounds that the soldier’s physical con-
dition does not warrant a higher rating; and the House recedes
from its disagreement.

Amendment No. 8, Louis T. Moseley (H. R.12721) : The House
passed this at $20. The Senate reduced the amount to $12 per
month on the grounds that soldier's disability from pensionable
causes does not warrant a higher rating. The soldier was rated
$24 by the examining board for nephritis; and the Senate re-
cedes.

Amendment No. 4, John H. Dardis (H. R. 15732) : The House
passed this at $§15 per month. The Senate struck the item from
the bill on the grounds that the soldier's condition is not due to
his service. He is badly crippled; and the Senate recedes.

WiILLiAM RICHARDSON.
Ira W. Woop.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up the bill
H. R. 20628.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 20628. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and eailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.
XLVIII—529

The Clerk read the conference report, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NoO. 905).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
20628) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
sailors, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
11;0 recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
ollows :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same.

WiLLiaAM RICHAERDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.
P. J. McCUMBER,
HeNrY E. BURNHAM,
Managers on. the part of the Senate.

The statement is as follows:

* BTATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, Oliver P. Allen - (H. I&. 16228): This is
the case of a Mexican War veteran. The House passed the bill
at $30 per month. The Senate struck the item from the bill
on the grounds that the soldier can get the same rate by apply-
ing at the bureau, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 2, Anne Flannigan (H. R. 17723) : This is
merely the customary proviso, that in case of death of helpless
child the additional pension shall cease. The House recedes
from its disagreement.

WiILLIAM RICHARDSON.
Ira V. Woob.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill
H. R. 22867.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill
" The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 22867. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
goldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
of such soldiers and sailors.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.
The Clerk _read the conference report, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (XO. 902).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
22867) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and
to widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same.
= WiLriaM RICHARDSON,

Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.
2 P. J. McCUMBEER,
HEeNRY E. BURBNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate,

The statement is as follows:

BTATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, the case of Hugh L. Freeman (H. R.
15658) : The House passed this at $30 per month. Since it
passed the House a law has been enacted which gives soldiers
of the Mexican War $30 per month, and hence the item was
stricken from the bill. The House recedes from its disagree-
ment.

Amendment No. 2, Nathaniel L. Lawrence (H. R. 4324) : The.

House passed this at $12 per month. The Senate struck the
item from the bill on the grounds that disability was not in-
curred in the service. The Senate recedes from the amendment.

Amendment No. 3, Louis O. Edgar (H. R. 18750) : The House
passed this at $30 per month. The Senate cut the amount to
$20 on the grounds that the examining board recommended a
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total rating of only $18 per month, and the soldler’s condition

does not warrant a higher rating, The House recedes.
WiILLraM RICHARDSON.
Ira W. Woob.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the
conference report on the bill H. R. 23515. ’

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 23515. An ac:ajfrantin pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and ors of the Hegnlar Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows: .

CONFERENCE REPORT (XO. 901).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
23515) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and
to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

ghgt the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1
and 9.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, T, 8, and 10, and
agree to the same.

WitLiam RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob,
Managers on the part of the House.

P. J. McCUMBER,
: Reep Saoor,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

- The statement is as follows:

BTATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, Hugh J. McKane (H. R. 538) : The House
passed this at §18 per month. The Senate reduced the amount
to $12 on the grounds that there was some question as to a
higher rating being warranted. The Senate recedes.

Amendments Nos. 2, 8, 4, 5, 7, and 8 are merely corrections
of errors and in no way affect the amounts carried by the
items. The House recedes from its disagreement to these
amendments,

Amendment Ne. 6, Thomas H. Davis (H. R. 7668) : The House
passed this at $20 per month. The Senate reduced the amount
to $12 per month on the grounds that disability did not warrant
a higher rating. The House recedes from its disagreement.

Amendment No. 9, Evelyn Barnette (H. R. 15765) : The House
passed this at $50 per month. The Senate struck the item from
the bill on the grounds that the report showed a financial con-
dition which did not warrant granting an increase of pension.
Since that time evidence has been filed with the conferees show-
ing that the property held by the widow did not belong to her.
The Seunate recedes from its amendment.

Amendment No. 10, Noah Y. Ream (H. R. 17529) : The House
allowed $30 per month to a soldier of the Mexican War. The
Senate struck the item from the bill on the grounds that the
soldier can now receive the same amount by applying at the
bureau. The House recedes from its disagreement.

WiILLIAM RICHARDSON.
IrAa W. Woob.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con-
ference report on the bill H. R. 22164,

The SPEAKHER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 22194, An act ting pensions and increase of pensions to

tain soldlers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain

ldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.

The Clerk read the conference report, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (No. 903).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
22194), granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain

soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recoms-
mend and do recommend to their respective IHouses as follows:
’Id‘hgt the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1
and 2.
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same.
Witriam RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woob, .
AManagers on the part of the House.
P. J. McCUMBER,
Henry BE. BUrRNHAM,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement is as follows:

STATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, Alice Downing (H. R. 15514) : The House
passed this at $12 per month and $2 for each minor ehild. The
Senate struck the item from the bill on the grounds that the sol-
dier's death was not due to service, but the Senate recedes from
its amendment. :

Amendment No. 2, Thomas Joyce (H. R. 16637) : The House
passed this at $50 per month. The Senate struck the item from
the bill on the grounds that it is a second special act for a
so]dlter of the Indian wars. The Senate recedes from its amend-
ment.

Amendment No. 3 is merely a correction of a typographical
error, and the House recedes.

WirLiaxm RICHARDSON.
Ira W. Woob.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
agreed to.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to eall up the
conference report on the bill H. R. 23765.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 23765. An act gran glons and increase of
certain soldiers and sallors of epil!:zgnlar Army and Nngv, ?lgndﬂgenl?tn%:
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the C{vlr War, and to widows of
such soldiers and sailors.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report.

The Clerk read the conference report, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (X0. 900).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
23765) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 3. and agree to the
same.

¥ WinniaM RICHARDSON,
Ira W. Woopn,
Managers on the part of the IHouse.
P. J. McCuMEBER,
HenegY E. BURNHAM,
Managers an the part of the Senate.

The statement is as follows:

STATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1, Alfred B. Light (H. R. 9804) : This item
passed the House at $30. Since it passed the House a general
pension law has been enacted which will give the soldier the
same amount by making application at the bureau, and the Sen-
ate therefore cut it from the bill. The House recedes from its
disagreement to this amendment.

Amendments Nos. 2 and 3, Jane R. Bonnin (H. R. 14349) and
Jane R, Adams (H. R. 16409) : These are cases in which the
House proposes to increase the pension of widows of soldiers of
the Mexican War to $24 per month. The Senate cut both items
to $20 per month in accordance with the usual custom of that
body in allowing increases to widows of soldiers of both the
Mexican and Civil Wars. The House recedes from its disagree-
ment to these amendments.

Witriam RICHARDSON.
Ira W. Woob.

The question was taken, and the conference report was

agreed to.
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R.
25069, the sundry civil appropriation bill,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 25069,
the sundry civil appropriation bill, with Mr. Joaxso~n of Ken-
tucky in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. The first
business before the House is the amendment offeréd by the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox].

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe a point of order was
pending against the amendment which I offered. I do not
desire to argue it.

I ask unanimous consent to correct the amendment I offered
in the committee on yesterday, as indicated.

Mr. MANN. That has already been done in the House.

Mr. SISSON. I want to correct the Rrcorp and get it prop-
erly before the Chairman of the committee, and so that it will
read as the amendment which is now in the hands of the Clerk.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection— —

Mr. SISSON. I just ask that the balance of the amendment,
or the portion that was left out, be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

That so much of an act approved June 235, 1910, being “An act mak-
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other purposes,” and the
act approved March 4, 1911, amending said act, as refers to enlarg-
ing the Capitol Grounds, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, said por-
tion of said act belng as follows, to wit.

- Mr. SISSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of order against
the amendment strikes me as not being a point of order that
is well taken, because on the face of the amendment an appro-
priation of $500,000 is carried in it. This amendment which I
offer reduces the expenses $500,000. Under the Holman rule
this amendment which I offer is in order. Now, the Chair will
take into consideration that this act went into the sundry ecivil
bill in 1911 as an amendment to that act. Now, since it was
legislation which was put upomr the sundry civil bill, this being
a bill of like character and like kind, it is simply an amend-
ment to repeal so much of the sundry civil act as refers to en-
larging the Capitol Grounds. And it unquestionably reduces ex-
penses $500,000 a year up until the final purchase would be
consummated under the present law, which would be perhaps
10 or 12 years, and the saving on the face of the amendment
would be $500,000, and on the whole legislation at least five or
six millions of dollars. d

Now, under the Holman rule, if the Holman rule means any-
thing, this amendment ought to be considered in order under
that rule. :

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair will permit——

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized.

Mr. MANN., This is not an amendment to any item in the
bill, hence it could not reduce any amount carried by the bill.
The provision in the bill has gone out on a point of order and
is no part of it. “:

The original provision in the bill for enlarging the Capitol
Grounds was ruled out by the Chair on a point of order, and
that ruling is to the effect that it never was a part of the bill.
The gentleman understands that when the Chair rules a por-
tion of a bill out on a point of order it is as though it never
had been in the bill.

Now, there is no amount carried by the bill for this item for
this purpose. Hence no amendment can reduce the amount
carried by the bill, because the bill does not carry anything.
The gentleman probably had not thought of that point, having
the iden——

Mr. SIMS. There was an amendment offered.

Mr. MANN. An amendment offered from the floor is quite
a different thing. There is no provision in the rules against
offering an amendment from the floor. The gentleman evi-
dently had in mind that the item in the bill remained in the bill,
carrying an appropriation of $500,000, and this would reduce
that. But this proposition comes now as though that item had
never been in the bill, because it was in there contrary to the
rule. That has been stricken out, not by the committee, not by
the House, but by the Chairman, on the point of order. The

amendment offered by the gentleman also, even if the original
item were in the bill, is not germane. It has been contended in
some cases, and I think fairly well contended, that where you
have a bill to amend a section of a law, that that may authorize
But that is not always allowed, even

the repeal of the law.

though you are attempting to amend a law. It is not always
allowable to amend other parts of the law or to repeal a law,
but there is no proposition here to amend a law. Here was an
original item in the bill to make an appropriation for the pur-
pose of carrying out a law. Does that authorize an amendment
to repeal the law? I think no one can find any precedent going
to that extent, and there are many precedents to the contrary.
And it is not germane to propose to repeal a law based upon a
proposition to make an appropriation under the law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The part of the so-called Holman rule,
Mr. Chairman, to which I wish to call attention provides:

Nor shall any provision In any such bill or amendment thereto chang-
ing existing !nw%e in order, except such as, being germane to the su
Ject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of
the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re-
duction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of
the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered
by the bill. "

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] has pointed out
that there is no provision in the bill providing for the continua-
tion of this work, and the amendment proposed by the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. SissoN] is not an amendment to
any provision in the bill. I do not find anything in the rule
which makes in order a provision or amendment to the pending
amendment.

The Chair can readily see to what that would lead. He
can see that amendments which, under no reasoning whatever
would be in order on the bill, could easily be offéred and held
to be in order by an arrangement whereby an amendment that
would be germane and in order would first be offered, and then
some matter that could not possibly be offered by itself under
the rules would be offered as an amendment to it. It seems
to me that such a construction of the rules would be far be-
yond what was ever contemplated.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the first objection urged
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN] is a very highly
technical one, because the rule is broader than that. These
gentlemen now offer an amendment to this bill which carries
in that amendment an appropriation of $500,000.

Now, in order that we may save $500,000, not only carried in
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Frrzeerarp], but in order that we may save $500,000 in the
future—

Mr. SIMS. Five million dollars——

Mr. GARNER. Yes; $5,000,000 in the future—

Mr. SISSON (continuing). This amendment which I offer
unqguestionably reduces the item which is now called or known
as an amendment. Now, it is entirely too technical to say that
because the present law provides for $500,000 a year, when in
accordance with that statute now in existence you offer to ap-
propriate the $500,000 required to be appropriated by law, it
is not in order to repeal the statute reguiring the $500,000
which is then offered. To say that it is not in the bill is a
purely technical objection, one that finds nothing in substance.
This is germane to the amendment that is offered here, because
it is the very crux of that amendment. If you repeal the law,
there is no authority for the $500,000, and if you may, in sundry
civil appropriation bills, fasten charges upon the Government,
then it is a peculiar rule of the House, and the Holman rule
must be peculiarly construed if in the same bill, in order to re-
trench expenditures, you can not repeal the provision which
was carried in the sundry civil bill. .

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a word more. Supposing on any
appropriation bill which comes before the House there is no
item in the bill then relating to a matter, and suppose some gen-
tleman on the floor offers an amendment to make an appro-
priation. Does anyone contend that the mere offering of that
amendment from the floor permits the House, under the rules,
to repeal any law relating to the subject matter of that amend-
ment? That would permit any legislation upon an appropria-
tion bill at any time. It would permit the offering and the vot-
ing on any legislation at the whim of any two gentlemen in the
House, because there is no way of preventing a man from offer-
ing an amendment for an appropriation, and then anyone can
offer an amendment to repeal an act of legislation on the subject
that brings the legislation before the House without considera-
tion by a committee or anybody else.

Now, the purpose of these rules is to prevent the bringing
up of matters which have received no consideration, to prevent
the throwing into the House of propositions on which gentle-
men are not prepared to vote or to intelligently understand
without proper consideration. But if the Chair makes the prece-
dent that any Member on the floor, by offering an amendment for
an appropriation, thereby throws open the door to legislation
by cutting out that amendment as a substitute, there is no limit
to what can be done and no protection under the rules.
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Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman
a question in that connection.

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. SIMS. Suppose that in this particular case the committee
had recommended no appropriation in the bill, and then had
offered an amendment on the floor of the House, and because
it is offered here we then can not propose to repeal the law
upon which that appropriation is based by the committee tak-
ing such a course. Then you would prevent any opportunity
to reduce expenditures by repealing the law?

Mr. MANN. The House is not required to vote in the item
because it is offered on the floor. The Committee on Appro-
priations does not have jurisdiction over the legislation. Under
the claim of the gentleman from Mississippi, if it be allowed,
there would be no use for any other committees than the Com-
mittee on Appropriations; there would be no use to consider
any bills except appropriation bills, because any Member by
offering an amendment to make an appropriation could throw
the whole subject matter involved in the amendment or in the
lt%w ﬂauthorising the appropriation open to consideration upon

e floor.

Mr., SIMS. If this amendment is voted in appropriating
$500,000, which is authorized and has authority of law, then no
amendment could be offered to repeal that act based on redue-
ing the appropriation.

Mr. SISSON. This bill was referred by the Speaker to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. MANN. But they have not reported it, and it was an
improper reference.

Mr. SISSON. As to this particular item, neither the chair-
man nor will the committee say that the full committee agreed
upen it. An amendment was to be prepared, and I have pre-
pared an amendment now—the amendment which the gentle-
man from North Carelina would have offered to this bill—

My, FITZGERALD. O Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s
statement is not quite accurate. There was some difference of
opinion among the members of the committee about the aeqgui-
sition of some of this property, and it was believed, and my
understanding was, that the gentleman from Mississippi de-
sired to have an amendment prepared which would have elimi-
nated certain parcels from the property to be acquired. and
then he would have been content ; but when such an amendment
was prepared and suggested to him, my information is that he
sald he would support that amendment, and then try to have
the entire provision repealed. Of course, it was not to be ex-
pected that men would make a compromise to surrender all
they were willing to and then leave the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi free to fight to have the entire provision repealed.

Mr. SISSON. That was not the point I was calling the at-
tention of the House to. That was the original item in the
bill, which was passed by the committee, and it has never been
cilled together since to consider it

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Mississippi has
been conferred with.

Mr. SISSON. It is true the gentleman came to me, and I
told him I would be glad to support the amendment cutting out
three or four squares.

Mp. FITZGERALD. The gentleman should not say that I
came to him; the gentleman was present at”a hearing in which
the gentleman in charge of the condemnation proeeedings testi-
fied, and the matter was thoroughly discussed. I was neces-
sarily absent later, and requested the gentleman from North
Carolina to prepare the amendment. I believe the gentleman
from Mississippi understood what oceurred. The gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. Pace] informed me that when he submitted
it to the gentleman from Mississippi the gentleman said he was
perfectly willing to support that amendment, but when it was
adopted he would then endeavor to have the law repealed. - The
gentleman from North Carolina said he then dropped the entire
matter.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman,:the amendment was not pre-
pared by the gentleman from North Carolina, but e asked if
it would be satisfactory to me, and I told him that it would
not; that I was opposed to the whole proposition, but if the
amendment was offered I would support it. But to go back,
Mr. Chairman, you will find that the bill I introduced was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and if the Commit-
tee on Appropriations had no jurisdiction, then there should
have been a motion on the part.of those gentlemen who wanted
a new reference to have the bill referred to the proper com-
mittee. If they took jurisdiction of the proposition and reported
it back to the Honse after the reference, then they have juris-
dietion over the whole matter.

Ar. MANN. If the bill was referred, as the gentleman states,
to the Committee on Appropriations, and they had reported back

the bill, no point of order could have been made after the report
to the House.

Mr. CANNON. And if the gentleman will pardon me, that
bill would have gone to the ealendar, and would not have been
privileged as general appropriation bills and revenune bills are
. privileged.

Mr. MANN. That brings up the precise guestion. There is
another provision of the Holman rule:

Provided, That it shall be in ovder further to amend such bill upon
the report of the committee or any l{olnt commisslon authorized by
law, or the House members of any such commission having jurisdiction
of the subject matter of such amendment, which amendment being
germane to the subject matter of the bill shall retrench expenditures.

If the reference of this bill to the Committee on Appropria-
tions gave jurisdiction to that committee over the subject mat-
ter this matter could be brought before the House upon the
report from the Committee on Appropriations recommending the
enactment of the legislation.

Take, for instance, the ordinary case, The Committee on Ap-
propriations has jurisdiction over the appropriations for the
District of Columbia. The Committee on the District of Colum-
bia has jurisdiction over legislation. Now, will the gentleman
from Mississippi contend that because the Appropriations Com-
mittee has jurisdiction over appropriations for the District and
reports the Distriet appropriation bill I can offer an amendment
on the floor of the House to make an appropriation, and there-
upon he can move to substitute for that legislation relating to
the District of Columbia? For instance, here is a pat case that
may come up. We appropriate in the District bill for the
execution of the excise laws. Suppose I offer an amendment in
reference to the excise laws. Does the gentleman think that
upon that amendment, without the report of a committee, with-
out the consideration of a commitiee, he can offer an amend-
ment fixing the rate of excise, the rate of license under the
excise laws, so as to reduce expenditures?

Mr. SISSON. T do not think that would be a case in point—

money into the Treasury.
Mr. MANN. Suppose he should propose to repeal the laws

Mr. SISSON. That could not be In order under the Holman
rule.

Mr. MANN. Why not?

Mr. SISSON. Because it does not reduce expenses,

Mr. MANN. Ob, certainly it wounld reduce expenses.

Mr. SISSON. It would take taxation away from the Treas-
ury.

Mr. MANN. But it would reduce expenses. It would cut out
the collection of the exeise.

Mr. SISSON. If the collection should be greater than the ex-
eise, that might be frue.

Myr. MANN. It may reduce the revenues, but it would reduce
the expenses,

Mr. STSSON. If you reduce the revenues more than you re-
duce the expenses, then it is a question whether you reduce the
expenses.

Mr. MANN. That is a matter of argument always.

Mr. SISSON. It would not be a reduction of expenses on
the face of the bill.

Mr. MANN. It would be a reduction of the expenses, because
you reduce the amount of expenses. There is no limit. If the
gentleman’s contention should prevail, any Member on the floor,
by the offering of an amendment on the District appropriation
bill, could throw into the House the consideration of any legis-
lation relating to the Distriet of Columbia without any refer-
ence to the Committee on the District of Columbia at all,

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Chairman, if the legislation which was
offered was legislation which the Commitiee on Appropriations
had originally put upon the statute was legislation belonging
to the Distriet bill, and if to repeal the legislation so placed
upon the statute by the Committee on Appropriations it after-
wards offered to appropriate money under a law which was
passed on an appropriation bill, and when the same bill was
under consideration a metion was made to amend the original
law ecarrying the appropriation, if it reduces expenses, then
certainly it ought to be in order. Is it possible that under the
Iolman rule a committee can obtain jurisdietion for the pur-
pose of pufting an expense upon the people, passing a law for
the purpose of putting'a burden upen the Treasury, and that
the same committee which places the burden upon the people
can not find in itself the right to withdraw the burden? If
originally the District bill had not carried the item, but the
legislation had occurred originally on the appropriation bill
and had been carried as an amendment to the appropriation
bill, a law autborizing an expenditure, then that committee
that had the jurisdiction certainly would have the right then,

to fix the excise law, which is a law to collect taxes, paying .

providing for a license and thereby prohibit certain collections?
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or ought to have the right under the Holman rule, to repeal
the law for which they themselves are responsible. And, with
that idea, I presume, this bill was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations. I presume that that was the cause of the ref-
erence of the bill to that committee. If that reference was a
correet reference, if the Speaker referred it correetly under
the rule, then certainly this amendment would be in order
under the rule.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been
my position originally upon the merits of this propesition, I
am now more interested in the correct ruling upon the point
of order than in the disposition hereafter of the amendment
should it be held to be in order. It is impertant, Mr. Chair-
man, if we are to amend existing laws upon an appropriation
bill, that we follow the rule that we have inaugurated for the
purpose of allowing such amendments. For myself I do not
stand in so much awe of the sacredness of appropriation bills
from being amended by the House as do others when those
amendments are necessary and can not be procured in any
other way. That Is a question that I may discuss hereafter on
another bill. I shall not do so now. Suffice it to say that in
the history of the English-speaking people and in the history
of this couniry some of the most wholesome legislation in the
country of our forefathers across the water and in this House
.and in the Senate has been enacted on appropriation bills. - But,
Mr. Chairman, it dees seem to me that this proposition does not
meef the requirements of the rules that we have adopted. I
shall not stop te discuss the proposition that has been discnssed
with reference to the reduction of expenditures, but I simply
desire to call the atiention of the Chair te the latter part of
the Holman rule. We had an instance of that at this session
of Congress when the pepsion appropriation bill was under con-
sideration. The matter was given some attention by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the subcommittee having that bill
under consideration. We first reported to this House a bill
which had been drafted, had been referred to the Committee
on Appropriations and considered by that committee, reported
to the House, and placed on the calendar. That bill involved
a change in the method of paying pensions, so that instead of
paying them by vouchers and receipts they were to be paid by
checks. When the pension appropriation bill was under consid-
eration the bill to which I have just referred, which had been
considered by the Commitiee on Appropriations and had been
favorably reported by it and placed on the ecalendar, was
offered as an amendment. A-point of order was suggested or
reserved, as I recall, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANK].
The Chair ruled it in order because the Cominittee on Appro-
priations, taking jurisdiction of the bill, had reported it favor-
ably. It had been referred to it I think properly, although the
question of jurisdiction, if it had been raised, could not be
raised at that late hour after the commitiee had taken juris-
diction and reported the bill. As I say, the Committee on
Appropriations, in compliance with the second provision of the
Tolman rule, had considered the bill and acted favorably upon
it and reported it to this House. The amendment was held to
be in order by the them Chairman, the gentleman from Mis-
souri, Mr. Booaze. That was a correct ruling, admitted so by
the gentleman who reserved or made the point of order.

So that it does not mean, Mr. Chairman, that any member

of a committee or anyone else, simply because a bill may have |-

been introduced and referred to a committee for consideration,
can offer that bill as an amendment to a pending appropriation
bill unless all of the provisions of the rule have been complied
with.

The chief requnirement of the provisions of the Holman rule
is that it shall be upen the report of a committee or a joint
commission, and that means something. The proper eonstruc-
tion of this rule, so far as that is concerned, must mean that
no amendment is in order under that provision unless it com-
plies strictly with the rules. This rule is one of long stand-
ing. It makes exceptions to the aeknowledged and accepted
ruiles of the House in vogue for 100 years or more. The com-
mon, accepted construction of all statutes and all parliamentary
rules and laws is that where you make an exception to the
general rule you must strictly comply with it. It is not neces-
sary to construe sirictly this rule, however. The ordinary,
plain, reasonable construction of the provision is that it is not
in order to offer an amendment in the nature of a bill unless
the requirements contained in the exeception are complied with,
For the orderly government of the House, to prevent confusion
and delay, and, I might say, chaos in the consideration and
passage of these great appropriations through the House, it
seems to me that is the only reasonable construction te put upon
it. Otherwise you open the door wide for any man who desires
to amend an appropriation bill by enacting legislation origi-

nally or repealing legislation which he desires to repeal, to in-
troduce a Dbill either to enact or repeal legislation, having it
referred to a committee for consideration, having no report of
that committee, but simply offering the amendment because he
has introduced and has pending before some committee some
such bill. It does not matter that it may have been referred
to the Appropriations Committee, whether they have jurisdic-
tion of it or whether they assume jurisdiction of it, and that
assumption has been acquiesced in by the House. Se that I
repeat, Mr. Chairman, the importance of the ruling is that the
exception which is here made for thé purpese of redueing ex-
penditures and enaeting legislation along that line ean not be
carried out unless the rule is constrmed as it was intended, and
reasonably intended, and strictly construed; otherwise, I say
we are liable to be led into eonfusion worse confounded.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, the proviso referred to by the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barrrerr] is simply an enlarge-
ment, an extension of the Holman rule, which does not narrow
the rule at all, because the last clause before the provise gives
the right to a Member on the floor, to an individeal Member,
to offer an amendment where the compensation of any person
is reduced, or where it reduces the number of employees or the
amount of money covered by the bill.

That right is given to every Member of the House, if that
condition existed at the time of the offering of the amendment.

The proviso, however, goes further and says:

Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such Bl w
the report of the committee or any joint commission authorized b%n
or the House Members of any such commission having jurisdict
the subject matter of such amendment.

That is simply an enlargement of the first provision giving the
right to members of the committee that would not be given to
an individual who had made no investigation. Therefore it is
an enlargement and not a narrowing of the Holman rule.

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. SISSON. Certainly,

Mr. BARTLETT. The provision which you propose to strike
out is $500,0007 ]

Mr. SISSON. The $500,000 has been stricken out, but there
is an amendment now offered, and there is an amendment to
the amendment.

Mr. BARTLETT. That amendment has not been adopted.
In what way do you redunce the amount carried in the bill?

Mr. SISSON. Suppese we save $500,000. Suppose we were
to adopt my amendment as an amendment to this amendment,
then could not you vote my amendment down and would you
not then get it?

Mr. BARTLETT. We would just simply meet the conditions
as presented. The rules require you to reduce the amount
carried in the bill.

Mr. SISSON. That is purely technieal.

Mr. BARTLETT. It may be.

Myr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard. It does
not seem to me that this amendment should be regarded in the
light of not having been in the bill or not in it for this reason.
It was in the bill as first offered coupled with the proviso. The
point of order was made to the proviso and sustained as to the
proviso, but as a matter of course the point of order was made
to the whole paragraph and this langnage went ount with it, and
it is simply reoffered by the gentleman from New York——

Mr. FITZGERALD. I beg the gentleman's pardon, the gen-
tleman is mistaken. The point of order was reserved on the
proviso by the gentleman from Tennessee, and to the whole
paragraph by the gentleman from Mississippi. The gentleman
from Mississippi insisted that the entire paragraph go out be-
cause part was subject to the point of order and that took it out.

Mr. SIMS. I do not controvert that fact, but the portion
now offered by way of amendment was in the bill, and no point
of order would lie fo it if only so much as now offered had been
in the bill and nothing in the way of legislation connected
with it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. All of thiese rules are technical.

Mr. SIMS. I know they are, and decidedly foo much so.

. Mr. FITZGERALD. And to say it is a mere technical objec-
tion does not amount to anything, because every objection offered
under the rules of the House is a technical ebjection and these
rules were designed for the parpose of enabling the House in a
proper and orderly manner to cenduet its business.

Mr. SIMS. Buot the amendment by way of fiction is not in
the bill—

Mr. FITZGERALD.

w
of

It is not a matter of fiction.

Mr. SIMS. Well, by reason of the question of the point of
order on the whole paragraph that only applied to the proviso

in the paragraph.
Mr. FITZGERALD. It is a matter of fact and not a matter

of fiction.
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Mr, SIMS. Now, let me say this to the gentleman from New
York: That the letter killeth while the spirit maketh alive.
Now, what is the object of the Holman rule or what is the
object of propesing to permit legislation on an appropriation
bill or the necessity for it? It is to save money to the Govern-
ment. If the amendment did not save money for the Treasury,
if it did not reduce expenditures in the form in which it is
offered, it ought to cut no figure whatever, and a liberal con-
struction of this rule certainly would, so far as that is concerned,
apply to this proposition.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, if that reason-
ing is accurate all you have to do under the guise of the Hol-
man .rule is to offer an amendment repealing every office that
exists under the Government and say you are coupling some-
thing equitable, just, and so forth, with it.

Mr. SIMS. I am not contending for any such latitude.

Mr. SHERLEY. But the very force and very purpose of
parliamentary law is to require that you do a thing according
to the law and not according to the spirit.

Mr. SIMS. Now, suppose this amendment the gentleman
from New York has offered had been in the bill uncoupled with
the proviso. Would not the amendment, by way of substitute,
be in order? I think it would. Now, the effect of the amend-
ment now offered by the gentleman from New York is exactly
the same as to this bill as though it appeared in the bill as
reported, and I think it is equally as important that the Hol-
man rule apply to the amendment~of the gentleman as though
it was a part of the bill as reported.

Now, the question of whether it is germane or not or whether
the amendment could be offered and sustained if no other pro-
.viso had been in there is a different questlon, which I am not
undertaking to discuss, as I am not as well prepared to discuss
these things as the distinguished gentlemen who have discussed
them. But in construing the Holman rule I do think the spirit
and purpose should dominate in any construction given the
Holman rule, because the object, no doubt, is to permit the
Appropriations Committee to make any reduction in expenses
by such necessary legislation as enables them to make that
reduction. And I know nothing better and more germane than
to repeal a paragraph of a law heretofore passed by and
through the Appropriations Committee that enabled them not
to further make that appropriation. Now, suppose the Appro-
priations Committee itself had brought in this amendment; it
seems to me that in order to enable the committee to make
that reduction so much of a law upon which it was based
should be repealed that the committee should be permitted—
or a Member of the House, if the committee does not do it—
to present such legislation, confined, as it is in this case, to
" negative action, not to affirmative legislation, and simply repeal-
ing that which authorizes the committee to take the action it
has taken.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. Suppose we had under consideration the gen-
eral deflciency bill, which authorizes an amendment to any
gervice in the Government as a deficiency, and some Member
offers an amendment to the deficiency bill. Does the gentle-
man contend, then, that the offering of that amendment would
authorize some one else to offer as a substitute a proposition to
repeal the law creating the Army——

Mr. SIMS. I am confining my remarks to the particular
matter before the committee in construing the rnles to enable
the committee to do by the Holman ' rule what was intended.

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman make any distinction be-
tween the two? If so, I would like to hear it.

Mr, SIMS. I do not think it is necessary.

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman . from Illinois [Mr. MaANK]
asked you if under the general deficiency bill an item was car-
ried in the bill——

Mr. MANN. Not for an item that was carried in the bill
at all. s

Mr. SISSON. If an amendment was offered from the floor
to carry an item in the sundry civil bill, do you believe, then,
it wonld be in order to repeal the law authorizing the item?
It would simply mean, if the House wanted to reduce any
expenses, if you had any confidence in the membership of the
House, if it was an improper expenditure of money, they would
vote for your amendment. If it was a proper expenditure of
money, they would promptly vote for it. It would simply
enable the House to vote on the proposition.

Mr. MANN. The rules are designed to prevent forcing the
Houge to vote on a proposition which is under consideration.

. Mr, SIMS. Does the gentleman assume the House would put
on a proposition without knowing anything about it?

Mr. MANN. I not only assume they will, but I have seen
them do it.

Mr. SIMS. If we should repeal a portion of a law or the
whole of a law simply to save expenditure, it does not follow
that we have to follow it with affirmative legislation to take
the place of the law; but when we repeal a certain part of the
law that requires further affirmative legislation it would only
be properly so much of the law as the present appropriation is
based on, and comes within at least the spirit, and ought to
come within the letter of any such rule.

Mr. SISSON.  As in this case, the Appropriations Committee
took away from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds the law authorizing the purchase of this property.

Mr, SIMS. As I say, I am discussing this alone with refer-
ence to the construction of a rule enabling legislation on appro-
priation bills and not all possible complications that might
follow by reason of applying the rule prohibiting legislation on
an appropriation bill and only go much of it as is authority for
making the appropriation.

The CHAIRMAN. The bill as presented to the House con-
tains this paragraph:

Enlarging the Capitol Grounds: To continue the acquisition of the
land described In the sundry civil appropriation act, approved June
25, 1910, and as authorized and prescribed in said act, for emlarging
the Cnpiiol Grounds,ﬁ}ﬁ(}[),ﬂi}o: Provided, That in addition to the per-
sons named in the sald sundry civil act the Speaker of the House of

Representatives shall be a member of the commission constituted to °

acquire sald land, and hereafter any three members thereof shall con-
gaﬂute a quorum and be competent to transact the dnties devolving on

em. .

As to that paragraph the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
Sims] reserved a point of order as to all that which comes
after the word * Provided.” The gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. Srsson] reserved and made a point of order to the entire
paragraph. The Chair, in ruling, overruled the point of order
to everything in the paragraph before the word “ Provided”
and sustained the point of order for everything that followed
the word * Provided.” When that ruling was made, that entire
paragraph was then out of the bill for every purpose.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcerarp] then of-
fered the following as an amendment to the bill:

En]gﬁing the Capitol Grounds: To continue the acquisition of land
deserl in the sun civil appropriation act, approved June 25, 1910
and as authorized and prescribed gaid act, for enlarging the Capitoi
Grounds, $500,000.

Thereupon the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox]
offered a substitute to that amendment repealing the act re-
ferred to in the amendment which authorized the appropriation
of $500,000.

The question is now raised upon a point of order as to whether
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mississippi is
permissible under what is commonly known as the Holman rule,
which is section 2 of Rule XXI, and which reads as follows:

No appropriation shall be reported in any gemeral appropriation bill,
or be in orger as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre-
viously authorized by law unless In continuation of appropriations for
such public works and objects as are already in progress. Nor ghall
any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing
law Be in order, except such as being germane to the subject matter
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reductlon of the number
and salary of the officers of the United Btates by the reduction of the
compensation of any person pald out of the Treasury of the United
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill:
Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the
report of the committee or any jolnt commission authorized by law or
the House Members of any such commission having jurisdiction of the
subject matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane
to the subject of the bill, shall retrench expenditures.

The Chair thinks that nothing which comes in the above
rule after the word “ Provided " need be considered in deter-
mining the point of order. The question hinges solely upon that
part of the Holman rule which is quoted, which comes before
the word “ Provided.” The pertinent part of that section of the
Holman rule reads as follows:

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto
changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the
subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduc-
tion of the number and salary of the officers of the United States by
the reduction of the compensation of any person pald out of the Treas-
ury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money
covered by the bill.

The first question which arises is: Can there be legislation
in an appropriation bill under that part of the rule which I
have just read? It seems quite evident to the Chair that undey
the rule there can be legislation, because the rule says—

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto
changing existing law be in order, except—
and so forth. That clearly implies that existing law may be
changed because of the use of the words therein, *changing
existing law.”

If existing law can be changed, under the rule it must be
germane, and so the next question arises as to whether or not
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the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr.
SissoN] is germane to the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD].

We are all familinr with the meaning of the word * germane,”
in its legislative sense at least, but inasmuch as a dictionary
lies on the table before the Chair, the Chair has taken occasion
to get the definition from that, and the definition that it
gives is— ;

Any close relationship to.

The amendment offered by the gentleman——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I can refer the Chair to
a decision made on the 1st of April, 1910, that an amendment
proposing to repeal a Iaw is not in order as an amendment or
substitnte to an amendment modifying one section of the law.
It was decided on April 1, 1910.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would have preferred not to
have had his chain of thought broken, but to have had the prece-
dent presented to him later. Before finally ruling the Chair
will look at the reference mentioned by the gentleman from New
York. ‘Vhen interrupted by the gentleman from New York the
Chair was dealing with the word “ germane” and was about to
read, and will now read, from the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York, which treats of the act approved June
25, 1910, which authorizes this appropriation. The substitute
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi proposes to repeal
the act which is mentioned in the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York.

The Chair is of opinion that there is such a close relation-
ship between the two that the substitute offered by the gentle-
man from Mississippl in treating of the act of June 25, 1910,
is germane to the amendment offered by the gentleman from
New York in treating of the same act—that of June 25, 1910.

The Chair is, up to this time, of the opinion that under the
Holman rule there is a right to change existing lmw provided
it is germane; and provided, further, it meets any one of the
other conditions set out in the rule. The Chair first rules that
the substitute offered to the amendment is germane. Before
the substitute can be held to be subject to a point of order, or
that it is not subject to a point of order, other parts of the
Holman rule must be applied to the item as tests. If existing
law can Le changed in an appropriation bill provided it is ger-
mane, it must have one or the other of the additional qualifica-
tions. It must, in one instance, in addition to being germane,
retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and
salary of the oflicers of the United States. The substitute
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi to the amendment
does not meet that requirement of the rule. Next, in order that
it may be in order the substitute offered by the gentleman from
Mississippi must be a reduction of the compensation of any
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States. It does
not come under that requirement of the rule. The Chair is of
the opinion, however, that it does come under the next require-
ment, which reads as follows:

Or by the reductlon of the amounts of money covered by the biil.

The Chair first holds that existing law under the Holman rule
can be changed, provided it is germane, and the Chair holds
that it is germane. Further, that it Is good provided it reduces
the amount of money covered by the bill. The Chair holds
that it does reduce the amount of money govered by the bill to
the extent of $560,000.

Now, ag to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Speerey] that if the contention of the gentleman
from Mississippi were correct all offices could be abolished.
The Chair is not called upon to decide that point and will not
do so; but, in passing, it may be remarked that there is a pro-
vision in the Holman rule for the reduction of the number and
galary of officers of the United States. If the Chair were
called upon to decide that point he would, as on the present
cccasion, decide it just as he has the point which is now raised.
The Chair has quite clearly outlined his individual views about
it, but will be glad to see the precedent to which the gentleman
from New York has just referred before making the final
ruling.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have sent for the precedent. I do not
think that this amendment is germane to the amendment I
have offered. My recollection is that the Senate put an amend-
ment on the legislative bill changing one portion of the law
relative to the corporation tax, and I offered a motion to recom-
mit the Senate amendment to the Committee on Appropriations
with instructions to report the Senate amendment amended so
as to repeal the eorporation-tax provision in the Payne-Aldrich
tariff law. After a lengthy discussion it was held that to a
pruvislon proposing to amend one section of the law an amend-
ment to repeal the law was not in order.

The CHATRMAN. As to whether it is germane or not, the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York sets out

specifically the date and approval and subject matter of which
the law treats. The substitute offered by the gentleman from
Mississippl treats of the same act referred to by the gentleman
from New York in his amendment.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, might T ask the Chair whether
the Chair holds that the part of the bill the Chair ruled out on
a point of order still remains a part of the bill for the purpose
of considering this proposition?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled, but has indi-
cated, unless shown an authority to thé contrary, that he is -
inclined to rule that the amendment offered hy the gentleman
from New York is not any part of the bill, but that the substi-
tute offered by the gentleman from Mississippi is germane and
a proper amendment to the amendment which the gentleman
from New York has offered.

Mr. MANN. I am asking for information, because these
rulings are of value hereafter. Then I take it that the present
opinien of the Chair is that if the substitute is a reduction of
the amount carried by an amendment offered from the floor,
that brings it within the Holman rule, regardless of the amount
in the original bill.

The CHATRMAN. Yes, The Chair is inclined to rule only
on the question as to whether or not this substitute is germane
to the amendment, but thinks it applies also to any part of the
bill before it i8 accepted.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have the decigion here
to which I referred. On the 1st of April, 1910, I moved to re-
commit a Senate amendment—I think it was to the legislative,
executive, and judicial appropriation bill—with instructions
to report forthwith Senate amendment 78, amended so as to read
as follows: :

Provided, That the act of August 5, 1909, entitled “An act to provide
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United
States, and for other purposes,” is hereby repealed.

Mr. GicrErT made the point of order. There was considerable
discussion, and the Speaker ruled as follows:

The SpEAER. The Chalr will cause to be rgad the amendment which
has been agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows: .

* Concur with the following amendment :
. l.l‘ . Sltrike out all of amendment No. 78 and insert instead thereof the

ollowing : ;

** For classifying, indexing, exhibiting, and properly earlng for the
returns of all corporations required by section 88 of an act entitled
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duoties, and encourage the industries
of the United States, and for other Pu Tmuf" approved August 5, 1909,
including the employment in the District of Columbia of such cleric
and other personal services, and for rent of such quarters as may be
necessary, £25,000: Provided, That any and all such returns shail be
open to inspection only upon the order of the President, under rules
and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and
approved by the President.’ ™

'he SreEARER. The House will notice that this is n proposition or
an amendment covering one specific subject in the tariff act—as to the
returns made bg corporations. It does not relate to the amount of the
tax, the kind of corporations to be levied upon, the time of levying, or
touching any other matter, but only and simply the returns of corpora-
ti

olt.l?.;on the motlon to eonecur with an amendment, which amendment

rovides for striking out the Benate amendment and inserting what

Eas just been read, the previous question was ordered, and the House
hasg, on a yea-and-nay vote, agreed to the amendment, so that is a
closed ineident.

Now, the argument of the gentleman from New York brings up a
very ingenious theory., Buot the Chair does not feel called upon to de-
cide upon his theory, hecaunse it has been held—and, so far as the Chair
has bheen able to ascertain, uniformly held—that where there is a propo-
gition to amend a law In one particular—a specific particular—a propo-
gition to amend generally or to repeal the law would not be germane,
The Chalr, after a8 hasty examination, finds as follows:

“ Hinds' Precedents, volume 5, page 411 :

“: 5806, To a bill amendatory of an existing law as to one specific
particular an amendment relating to the terms of the law rather than
to those of the bill was held not to be germane.’ ™

Under that decision, If the amendment of the gentleman had been
offered before the previous question operated it would not have been in
order, as the precedents are uniform that you can not by a motion to
recommit make that in order which would not bave been in order If
offered ns an amendment. Therefore the Chair sustains the point of
order.

There was a provision, Mr. Chairman, in which an appro-
priation was made to carry out the provisions of the Payne-
Aldrieh law, imposing a tax on corporations and providing for
the classifying and arrangement of the returns. The House
had agreed to an amendment which modified the law in that it
provided that these returns should not be made public except
upon order of the President or under rules and regulations to
be approved by him. I then offered what was in effect an
amendment, being a motion to recommit the bill with Instrne-
tions to report forthwith repealing the law, and it was held
to be not germane.

In this instance, and this decision applies to this case par-
ticularly, in the bill as reported from the committee there was
an appropriation to carry out the law and a provision amend-
ing the law in one particular. That would have placed the
provigion in the bill in exactly the same category as the amend-
ment to section 38 of the Payne-Aldrich law, and a proposal
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to have repealed the law under this decision would not have
been germane. In this instance, in the shape in which it comes
before the House, there is no proposition to amend a law at all,
but a proposition to appropriate to ecarry out the law without
any suggested change. A proposition to repeal can not possibly
be beld to be germane, in my opinion, under the authorities. I
recall this case very distinetly, because it was a matter of very
great importance. It was carefully and elaborately discussed.
The decision was based upon the precedents which had been
- made prior to that time. There was some doubt as to whether
in a provision amending the law in one particular line a pro-
vision to repeal the law was in order.
found to the effect that where a provision proposing to amend

the law in more than one respect, in two or three respects, an |

amendment to repeal the law was germane. It was so held by
Speaker Reed, but where the proposition was to amend the law
in but one particular the decision was, and this followed what
seemed to be the logic of the decision, that it was not in order.

In this case, if the gentleman had offered his amendment as
a substitute for the provisions in the bill as reported from the
committee, It would have come clearly within that decision.
He is now offering his amendment as a substitute for an
amendment which does not propose to change the law in any
respect at all, but which merely provides for an appropriation.
I do not see how under these decisions such an amendment
can be held germane, and I call the attention of the Chair
further to the fact that the definition of the word “ germane,”
as given in the dictionary, is not the meaning aseribed to the
word in the parliamentary practice of the House, because
things may be intimately related to each other which under
the parliamentary law would not be germane. For instance,
in a bill providing for the admission of a Territory as a State,
an amendment proposing to admit some other Territory as a
State is not germane. They are somewhat intimately related,
and yet if the bill proposed to admit two Territories as States
into the Union, then the decisions are that a proposition to ad-
mit a third or a fourth, Territory as a State would be germane.
So that in determining the meaning of the word * germane”
as used in the rules and procedure of the House of Representa-
tives, the meaning ascribed to it in any standard dictionary as
to the common acceptation of the word is not applicable.

It seems to me that under this decision, and under the de-
cisions referred to, upon which the Speaker relied at that time,
to a provision appropriating money fo carry out existing law a
proposition to repeal the law can not possibly be held to be
germane, I call the attention of the Chair to the faet that not
only has this law been partly executed, but a judgment of the
court has been entered under which certain property has been
acquired, and that creates an entirely different relation.

Mr. SIMS. That would not vacate the proceedings that have
already been had under the law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would wvacate proceedings unless
the awards had been finally confirmed by a decree of the court,
because until a decree is entered confirming the awards Con-
gress could abandon the proceedings at any time. After the
decree is entered, it could not. But I do not believe that has
any bearing particularly upon the matter. I merely wanted to
call it to the attention of the Chair. Under the practice of the
House, as far as I am familiar with it, and the decisions—and
this decision has never been challenged since that time, over
two years ago—to a proposition proposing to amend in one re-
spect an amendment to repeal is not germane, and as this
proposition does not propose to amend the law at all, I do not
see how, to a mere appropriation, it could be held that a propo-
sition to repeal is germane.

AMr. SIMS. Was the gentleman’s motion to repeal the whole
Payne-Aldrich law or the mere paragraph upon which tha par-
ticular appropriation rested?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It would repeal the whole law, but it
made no difference at all, because the gentleman from Missis-
sippi is not proposing to repeal part of one law, but is proposing
to repeal part of two laws. :

Mr. SIMS. He is not proposing to repeal the whole sundry
civil bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; he-is proposing to repeal a part of
two appropriation acts.

Mr. SIMS. Baut not acts like the gentleman from New York

refers to——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, that 1s immaterial; the same reason

applies—that an attempt was made to repeal part or an entire
act.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman
from New York treats of the act approved June 25, 1910, which
authorizes the expenditure of $500,000 a year for the enlarge-
ment of the Capitol Grounds. The gentleman from Mississippi

Decisions had been ||

{hns offered a substitute for the repeal of that act. Now, the
|gentleman from Mississippi, in offering his substitute, did not
refer to the act by its title and date of its approval, but he did
more than that, he referred to it by its title, the date of its
approval, and then quoted every word of the act, so it occurs to
the Chair there is no escape under the conditions from the
conclusion that the substitute is germane to the act. The Chair
overrules the point of order, and in doing so agrees with the
‘position taken by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz-
!usxu.n] in his contention upon a former occasion with the then
presiding officer of the House.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
{on the paragraph and pending amendments close in 10 minutes.
Mr. SIMS. Oh, no.

: Mr. FITZGERALD. We have given more than two hours
‘and a half. Everybody has been heard——

Mr. KAHN. The committee has.

Mr. SISSON. It has been on the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Mississippi himself
!stated that he would not occupy any more time.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I should like a little time.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Five minutes. And there are
! several others who desire to be heard.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to state that I am going to try
to fix a time at this time and see if we can finish this bill
to-day.

Mr. KAHN. I want five minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We took over an hour yesterday, and
we have taken an hour and a half this morning.

Mr. KAHN. The chairman of the committee will admit that
most of the time has been occupied by members of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time does the gentleman
want?

Mr, KAHN. I shall want five minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no objection to the gentleman
having that much time.

Mr. SIMS. I want to have five minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
upon the pending amendment close in 80 minutes.

Mr. SISSON. Make it 35.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to
the purchase of the land between the Capitol—

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will suspend. When the
Chair was about to put the question whether debate should
close in 30 minutes the gentleman from Tennessee addressed
the Chair.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I beg the Chair's pardon; I
thought the Chair had put the question.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman rose to
object. No objection being heard, debate upon the pending mat-
ter will elose in 30 minuntes.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to
the purchase of land between the Capitol and the Union Sta-
tion as provided under the bill passed two years ago, and I
therefore shall vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi as a substitute for the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York. I am not opposed, Mr. Chair-
man, to the law or, rather, I do not favor its repeal because of
any objection to the personnel of the commission. It is com- -
posed of men who have rendered long, patriotie, and dis-
tinguished service to the country, and everyone knows that
those gentlemen will administer the law and perform their
duties under the law as best they can for the protection of the
Federal Treasury and the people. But I do not believe it is
right to take the money of the people, Mr. Chairman, for the
purpose of buying a great area of land between the Capitol and
the Union Station purely for park purposes when, as a matter
of fact, the land after it is bought can do the people and the
Government of the United States absolutely no good. It has
been stated upon this floor by the gentleman from Mississippi
that much of this land is occupied; that a big hotel and apart-
ment houses and splendid residences cceupy a great portion of
this land.

I have walked through that property, and I find a great many
pieces of property there which are for rent to-day, and I have
had the suspicion that possibly the movement which first
brought about the passage of this law, the influences which were
brought by the newspapers of Washington and by certain citi-
zens of Washington to cause Congress to pass this law, were
induced largely by the fact that this property is now in a par-
tienlar section of the city which is not growing, but is depre-
cinting In value, because the city is growing in another diree-




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

8423

tion, and that the people who own this property are desirous
that the Government should purchase it simply to relieve them-
selves of the burden of ownership. Now, Mr. Chairman, I favor
beautifying the city of Washington. I think we ovght to make
it a beautiful city, and it is a beautiful city. W hy, it was
stated on the floor yesterday that the United States Govern-
ment now controls or owns 54 per cent of the area of this city—
in parks, streets, ete, whereas in other cities this class of
property ranges from only 20 fo 25 per cent. I think, however,
that Congress possibly goes too far in this idea of beautifying
. the city and buying lands and opening them for park purposes.
I noticed a few days ago that over.in another body of this
Capitol a bill was passed providing for the appropriation of a
million seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars to build an
armory for the Distriet Militia, and it was provided that the
people of the whole country should pay half the expense of
that building in spite of the fact that the United States Govern-
ment will furnish the land upon which it is built. The United
States Government does not build armories for militia in other
places. The only argument which I noticed in favor of the
United States contributing half of the expenses of the building
as well as the land, was the fact that it might be used for an
inaugural ball once every four years.

Mr. Chairman, this Government owns and has purchased
some of the most expensive portions of the property south of
Pennsylvania Avenue, and it is hoped that some day the Treas-
ury may be in condition whereby public buildings may be placed
there for the occupany of the Department of State and possibly
other departments, and thus save to this Government $600,000 a
year in rent. We are told when the proposition is made to
erect public buildings over the country that the Treasury will
not admit it. I have heard gentlemen on the floor of this
House state that it is not wise to authorize more public build-
ings on account of the condition of the Treasury, and yet those
same gentlemen are advocating the purchase of this land at the
cost, as has been stated on this floor, of £5,000,000, and it has
also been stated that after it has been purchased it will take
$2,000,000 to place it in a condition for parks, making a total
of $7.000,000. This amount would build 140 buildings over this
country at $50,000 apiece.

We have claims to-day which have been adjudicated by the
Court of Claims as proper charges against this Government,
and yet Members of this House and in another body oppose
the payment of those claims, Mr. Chairman. And I venture
the assertion if Members here will go back to their people and
will tell them frankly that they voted for an appropriation
or to maintain upon the statute books a law which provides
for $7,000,000 expenditure in the city of Washington for purely
park purposes, and then will tell them as frankly that the Gov-
ernment is paying $600,000 a year in rents to-day to owners
of property in the city of Washington because we have not
money in the Treasury to put up the necessary public buildings;
if they will_at the same time tell them also frankly that Con-
gress has refused and denied to claimants over this country
the right to an appropriation to pay their claims, notwithstand-
ing the fact that those claims have been passed upon and
declared proper and right against the Government, I do not
believe the people will approve any such vote. [Applause.]

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know who owns any of
the property that is involved in this controversy. That is an
entirely immaterial matter. The land ought to be purchased,
for it can be purchased cheaper now than in the future. All
the great capitals of the world are constantly buying property
and are expending millions of dollars in Deautifying those
capitals.

%n 1868 the city of Paris expended $135,000,000 in buying prop-
erty for the purpose of widening and extending its boulevards
and avenues, in making the city attractive. There was a good
deal of eriticism of the expenditure at the time, but the inter-
vening years have amply justified it. It was a good invest-
ment, Paris to-day is looked upon as one of the most beau-
tiful capitals in the world. It is the Mecca of hundreds of
thousands of travelers from .all over the world. They en-
joy its parks, its boulevards, and its avenues. We admire
the patriotism of the Frenchmen in having spent that amount
of money to make Paris an attractive city. And as for going
home and telling our constituents that we have voted money
to beautify the National Capital, as suggested by the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr., Byrxs], there is not a constituent
of any Member of this House who does not feel proud when-
ever he comes here to find this city a beautiful one. [Ap-
plause.] Our censtituents will certainly justify the expendi-
tures in beautifying it. ]

The city of London in 1905 expended hundreds of millions
of dollars in copening up new streets. The King's Way and
Aldwych were constructed in the very heart of the English

capital. If that work had been done a hundred years ago it
could have been done for a fraetion of the amount that it cost
England in 1905. The city of Berlin is expending millions of
dollars in the beautification of the German capital. The city
of Iome bas been improved in recent years at an enormous
ontlay. The eity of Vienna has expended millions of dollars in
widening and beautifying its streets.

That property which is covered by the pending amendment
can be purchased cheaper to-day than it can be purchased at
any time in the future. Property always enhances in value in
a city like Washington. It is the Capital of a great Nation. TIts
future growth and importance should always be considered by
the legislators gathered in this Capitol. The south side of
Pennsylvania Avenue has been referred to. I agree that it isa
conglomeration of ramshackle buildings that are a disgrace to
the Capital. Why has it not been improved? Because it is
believed that Congress some day will purchase all of that prop-
erty and make it a part of the park system of the city. And
this property that we are now discussing will be an eyesore to
the capital so long as there are no general plans in regard fo it.
Several years ago Congress decided it should be purchased.
There is always in the mind of the owner an idea that Con-
eress will live up to the purchase plan. It is covered largely
by a lot of old rubbish to-day.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrxs] speaks of the
houses being idle. They will continue idle if this law be re-
pealed. I venture the assertion that there will not be an im-
provement on that property for years, and it will continue an
eyesore. The property owners will not attempt to improve it,
for they will feel uncertain as to the course Congress will pur-
sue toward the land in question.

Take the city of Frankfort, in Germany. Within recent
years it has been spending millions of dollars in widening its
streets, It has put up a magnificent union railway station, not
unlike ours, and it has a most superb plaza in front of it. The
people there have gladly expended millions of dollars in beau-
tifying their city. And so I could cite innumerable instances
of what is being done all over the world in the way of beautify-
ing cities. These cities are correcting the mistakes, the short-
sightedness, if you please, of earlier periods. We are a young
Nation. We want to make Washington the most beautiful
capital in the world. We are the richest Nation in the world.
1t is a small, narrow policy, in my mind, to repeal a law of this
kind. If the law be continued it will enable the people of this
country, the American people, to have a capital commensurate
with their dignity, their wealth, and their power.

I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. Sissox] will be voted down. [Applause.]

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I could take the gentleman from
California [Mr. Kagn], who has just addressed the committee,
and show him streets to-day in Washington which the people
have to use which would be a disgrace to a city of 100,000 in-
habitants. Exercise your public spirit where it will be a bene-
fit to the people who swant to use those streets. I will go with
him and pay his car fare and show these streets to him this
afternoon.

Now, this idea that our republican Government must mani-
fest its magnificence and beauty in physical features ouly, by
way of building great avenues and parks in order that those
who happen to come to Washington who are going to stay here
only a few days may see them and go home and have them ap-
prove of the expenditure of the money, is erroneous. Those
people do not see these neglected streets I have mentioned. If
we put this $500,000 on improvements in certain portions of
th city of Washington that absolutely need them instead of
buying property down here whiclkr will immediately make a
demand for property in out-of-town divisions that are being
boomed now by real estate men, it would be vastly better.
Turn out these thousands who live in these houses now and
cause them at once to have to seek other homes, and you ac-
celerate the advance in price and enhance the value of lots
now being held in the suburbs at fictitious, unreasonable, and
speculative values.

Now, this committee had+no such thought. Thig legislation
was put on an appropriation bill at the other end of this Capitol.
There was no time in which to consider it here: and, in justice
to well-considered legislation, it ought to be repealed. Then
bring in a bill, and have it well considered, and let us know
what we are going to purchase.

Why, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox] yester-
day showed a map here delineating the land contemplated to
be bought and showing that that land is absolutely nunneces-
sary, relatively, to this Capitol squave. If it is bought, and
the buildings are removed, and the land is parked, it will mak~
it ‘look ridiculous. It will make it look like a one-winged
eagle statue. It will make it look as though you had put up
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an eagle and taken a wing off of it. Put a wing on that square
there and then you will have to have a wing here and another
wing yonder. We have a Capitol square now that is symmet-
rical in its proportions. Millions of dollars have been put into
this House Office Building here, and millions of dollars have
been put into that Senate Office Building, and other millions
of dollars have been put inte other public buildings all over
this District, and into parks galore. Indeed, there is danger
now of getting lost in the city of Washington in the wilderness
of unused and unoccupied parks.

That is the only excuse that can be given for the purchase
of this land—the benutification of the city and the enlargement
of the parks.

Mr. KAIIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question ?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. KAHN. I would like to ask the gentleman where is
there a single park in the eity of Washington that is not en-
joyed and used by all the people, including the poor people?

Mr. SIMS. Those who go to the out-of-town parks are not
the poor people. Tell me how many poor people ever put their
feet inside of Rock Creek Park.

Mr. KAHN. I saw them there by the dozens and hundreds.

Mr. SIMS. How do they get there? There are no street
cars rununing to it, and the street car companies are opposed to
the putting of street cars there. The fact is that mobody but
automobile owners ever get there. [Applavse and cries of
“Yote!” “Yote!”]

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the
amendment reported.

Mr. FITZGERALD. If anybody wishes to get time, let him
use it now.

Mr. CANNON rose.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the
debate is to be closed, I ask that the amendment be reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the
genfleman from Indiana. .

Mr, CANNON. On which side is the gentleman?

Mr. CULLOP. I do not care to occupy time,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then recognizes the gentleman
from Illinols [Mr. CANNON].

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, two years ago, or three—I
believe it was three—this legislation was enacted. T{ has been
executed as speedily as possible under the provisions of the
law. It was bad in its conception, in my judgment, because it
did gradually, year by year, what it ought to have done at
once. In other words, condemning this property piecemeal en-
hances the property remaining after each condemnation.

There has been acquired, however, the two principal squares
and the two most expensive squares just north of the Capitol,
costing about $1,100,000. The decree has been confirmed, and
whatever action might be taken by Congress in repealing this
law, that property has been acquired.

Ar. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. HARDY. What are the two blocks that have been
already acquired?

Mr. CANNON. The two blocks just morth of the Capitol,
between the Senate Office Building and New Jersey Avenue,
down to the railroad property, which was formerly occupied
by the old Baltimore & Ohio depot.

Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman recall who was the owner
of the property? '

Mr. CANNON. I do not knmow any man that was the owner
of a portion of it, save one® I have the impression that one or
two houses belonged to the estate of former Representative
Babeock, who died a number of years ago. But I do not care
who it belongs to. If it ought to be acquired, what difference
does it make who owns it? ‘With all due respect to my friend
from Texas, I do not see that there is any great point in his
query.

Now, I am satisfied that if this Congress does not acquire
it, some Congress in the future, better advised, will take every
foot of this property. You may repeal this act, but there is
the property. There is the great terminal, to which nearly a
hundred million people who visit the eclty in a year will land.
Here is the great Capitol, the greatest on earth, having no
equal on earth. Here are the great office buildings belonging
to the people, and I am satisfied that if this act should be re-
pealed, in the end this property will cost vastly more to con-
demn in the future than it will cost to take it now.

It is easy to say that this property is going to cost $5,000,000
or $7,000,000, and $2,000,000 to impreve it. Who gave the
gentleman from Mississippi the right to make such statements?
I state, and I am informed by men who ought to know, that

the two blocks that have already been condemned are by far
the most expensive property, and that the buildings on these
two blocks, the improvements, cost as, much as the ground
cost. Much of this property is now wvacant farther on toward
the Plaza. I trust that the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Mississippi to repeal the law will be voted down.

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. CULLOP. I want to ask a question for information. Is
any part of the vacant property between here and the Union
Depot included in this matter, or has that been purchased?

Mr. CANNON. It is substantially all included in this matter,
The only part that has been condemmed are the two blocks
between New Jersey Avenue and the Senate Office Building
down to the street just in front of where the old Baltimore &
Ohio Depot stood.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. HARDY. T ask that the gentleman be given five minutes
more in order fo answer a question. .

Mr. CANNON. I do not care for any further time.

The CHATRMAN. The time for debate has been limited.

Mr., CANNON. I would be glad to answer the gentleman's
question if I had the time, !

Mr. HARDY, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to buying this
property between the Capitol and the Union Station. I did not
ask the gentleman from Illinois who owned the land already
acquired by the Government in order to make any deduction
of impropriety, but merely as a matter of curiosity, and, broadly,
I would like to know all the owners of the property which this
law forces the Government to buy. I oppose the policy of fore-
ing the Government to buy more and more land whenever some
one may have property to sell and thinks it a good opportunity
to unload it on the Government, I believe that the National
Government has to-day all the property in Washington City
that it needs for public uses. This matter of beautifying the
National Capital is nice to talk about, but it has its reverse side
also. I am reminded a little of an old gentleman I know who
bought, first, 100 acres of land and then wanted every 100 acres
adjoining that and then wanted all the land adjoining that,
and there was no end to it. We seem to be in the condition of
wanting to buy every piece of land within the city limits that is
offered for sale on some plausible pretext that it might be of
some use or benefit to the Government now or hereafter, or at
lenst would beautify the city.

In the history of great nations there has always been an era
of public improvement just preceding the era of public decay.
Pericles beautified Athens, and at the end of his reign decay
set in upon the Athsnean Republie.

Herbd was building temples and beautifying the city of
Jerusalem, and provincial governors from Rome were beautify-
ing other cities, in the days of Christ, while the people were
suffering under enormous burdens of taxation. Whe old story
of building monuments to the glory of kings and governments
is as old as the history of the pyramids of Egypt. The swing-
ing gardens of Babylon were an example of beautifying, and,
doubtless, the people of Babylon were proud of the glories of
Belshazzar. Every dead civilization found itself tottering to
decay amid efforts at beautification and adornment and public
expenditure for the glorification of the national eapital.

I believe that governments should confine themselves to the
useful purposes of government. Of course, more or less adorn-
ment and beautification is possible and consistent ; but if we are
to spend millions upon millions, and then millions more, in
order to beautify this part of the city and that part of the eity,
in rivalry with the glories of other lands and other ages, some
will repent our extravagance when our accumulated burdens
have become unbearable; and if every time anybody who has a
plece of property that he ecan not profitably use or dispose of he
is encouraged to raid the Public Treasury by selling at a fancy
price to the Government, there will be no end to this kind of
exploitation. Interested parties will always find some plausible
excuse to make the Government buy property. That is the
way it has been ever since I have been here. I am told that
many years ago the Government bought a block by the Belasco
Theater under the plea that it was immediately needed for a
public building. It is vacant still.

We are now confronted with a proposition to open up West -
Capitol Street and to pay millions of dollars for property on
the south side of Pennsylvania Avenue. That would be the
next thing. When the Union Depot was planned we started
out with the proposition to buy a little stret¢h of property in
front of the Union Depot, and now we want to widen that
Plaza and then buy out all the land between this widened Plaza
and the Capitol. Next it will be necessary to widen the roads

‘out to Anacostia or between here and the navy yard, for
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what visitor to this city would like to go down along Pennsyl-
vania Avenue and have to look on the shacks that are around
the navy yard? We ought certainly to remove all those eye-
sores and beautify it and make it full of palaces, because all
visitors to Washington want to see our navy yard.

Mr. Chairman, I have reached the cenclusion that if the
Government will attend to the economic administration of pub-
lic affairs, the growth and beauty of this Capital will be spon-
taneous and will be made naturally by the people who settle
here and find their profit in the growth of the city and the
building of useful and needed structures. If the Government is
beginning to spend vast sumns or to erect buildings just for the
purpose of beautification, such expenditure makes burdens, such
burdens make poverty. This way lies the beginning of the ulti-
mate decay, in my opinion. [Applause.]

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Cheirman, I am opposed to repeal-
ing the law providing for the acquisition of this property, and
I am in favor of the amendment I offered to appropriate $500,000
to carry out the original intention of the law. I regret very
much that the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr. Sissox] has
not recently read the history of the Capitol Buildings and
Grounds, and the debate which took place when a very distin-
guished Representative from the State of Mississippi advocated
and wurged legislation providing for the two wings of this
Capitol and the acquisition of the grounds surrounding it. The
people of the United States are indebted more than they will
ever be able to repay to Jefferson Davis for the two wings of
this Capitol and for the beautiful Capitol Grounds. [Applause.]
I regret that it is another gentleman from Mississippi who is
not inspired with the same broad views as Jefferson Davis, who
is attempting at this time to prevent the completion of the
great work for which he is entitled to so much credit.

It is unjust and unfair to assert that this is a scheme to
help somebody unload property upon the Government. If I
were the owner of property in the tract to be taken I should
resist and exert every influence I had to prevent the property
being acquired by the Federal Government at this time. No
man who is familiar with the development of great capitals,
who is familiar with the prosperity and the wealth of this
country, and the situation of this Capitol in relation to the
Union Depot can doubt for an instant that some day the
Federal Government will acquire the property between the
Capitol and the Union Depot as a part of the parking system of
this city. It should be done now. We should not wait until
those who own the property, by letting it remain idle or per-
mitting it to be used for purposes that shonld not be within
the shadow of the Capitol, may be, with the growth of time and
the development and improvement of the city, able to obtain in
condemnation proceedings a much larger compensation than can
possibly be obtained at this time. The improvement of muniei-
palities is something which benefits all of the people of the
community. It does not benefit so much the wealthy, those
who are in a position to spend their leisure moments in con-
genial surroundings and under circumstances that appeal to the
imagination, but to those who can never leave the community,
who are compelled to spend their entire lifetime in it, these
movements to beautify cities result most beneficially. People
come to this Capital from all over the United States and from
all over the civilized world. Who is there in the House or in
the Congress who would advocate to-day the selling of a single
foot of the property surrounding this Capitol? Who would not
rejoice if the property facing the Office Building for the House
and the Office Building for the Senate on both sides happened
to be owned by the Government of the United States? Why
speak of having a building essential for the prosecution of
Government business and for the comfort and convenience of
the people's representatives and for the gratification of the
people when they come here located amidst surroundings that
are disgraceful to the community? Whatf are five or six mil-
lions of dollars to 90,000,000 people when the making of this
Capital such that it will be a credit and a pride to every
citizen of the United States, no matter how humble, is involved?
[Applause.] :

We can not appreach these guestions in a small or niggardly
spirit. We must look upon them with a broad mind, keeping
in view the future and the fact that we are destined to be not
as we are to-day—the greatest Government and the greatest
Republic the world has ever known—but destined to be a Re-
public and to represent a civilization that we hope will keep in
the forefront through all the ages. [Applause.] Our Capitol

should represent and typify that civilization.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired. The question is on the adoption of the substitute
offered by the gentleman from Mississippl.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, Sisson) there were—ayes 24, noes 32.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed Mr. Sissox
and Mr. Frrzeerarp to act as tellers,

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
29, noes 38.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr., SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment as a substitute for the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York, which I send to the desk and ask to have
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend so much of an act approved June 25, 1910, being “An act
making appropriations for sungr_v civil expenses of the Government
for the flacal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other qurposes," as
refers to enlar;ilng the Capitol Grounds, so as to read as follows:

* Enlarging the Capitol Grounds: It is hereby declared to be the pur-
pose of Congress to ult!mate]f acquire all of squares No., 632, all that
part of square No. 633 that lles west of the street or alley known as
Arthur Place, 634, 880, 681, 682, 683, G684, 685, in the city of Wash-
ington, D. C., for the enlargement of the Capitol Grounds, and for the
construction of a direct avenue of abont 150 feet in width from the
junction of Pennsylvania Avenue and First Street NW. to the Union
Btation Plaza, the center line of said avenue to be located on the axis
of the Peace Monument and the site of the westerly foundation in said
le‘ The Vice President of the United States, the Speaker of the
1ouse of Representatives of the United States, and the Superintendent
of the Capitol Building and Grounds are hereby authorized and directed
to aequire said premlses by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, and
to expend for that purpose not more than $500,000 in any omne fiscal
year, commencing with the. year 1011, and the persons authorized to
acquire such property shall annually, within said limit, purchase what-
ever of said property is in their judgment offered at the lowest prices
relative to it actual value, provided they shall not purchase any pro
erty at above its fair actual value. If in any year there should not be
offered property substantially up to sald sum of $500,000 at its fair
value or less, the Vice President of the United States, the Bpenker of
the ITouse of Representatives of the United States, and the Superin-
tendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds are authorized to Instituta
condemnation proceedings in order to secure any or_all of the land
herein authorized to be acquired, but for not to exceed what they esti-
mate to ba $500,000 worth in any one filseal year. If such condemma-
tion proceadings are deemed necessary, they shall be in accordance with
the provisions of the act of Congress ﬂfproved August 30, 1890, provia-
ing a site for the cnlargement of the Government f’rinting Office
(Stat. L., vol. 26, chap. 837). For the execution of the foregoing,
£500,000." »

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman reserve it
for a minute?

Mr. MANN. I understand that it is not debatable.

Mr. SISSON. Oh, yes, it is.

Mr. MANN. I understood that all debate on this proposition
had been closed.

Mr. SISSON. I wanted to explain the amendment to the
House. I ask unanimous consent to explain the amendment to
the House. It will not take but a minute.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not disposed to cut off de-
bate, but I think we have spent sufficient time upon this.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Illinois pro-
pose to discuss the point of order? If the gentleman is going
to insgist upon the point of order we might as well have it set-
tled first. There is no use of occupying considerable time on
this matter uselessly when we can not accomplish anything.

Mr. SISSON. Oh, I do not think it is useless.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no pretense that this is
to repeal existing law. This is a modification of existing law.
Neither the €hair nor anyone else can tell whether it is a re-
trenchment of expenditures. It is not the same proposition
that was presented before. I do not propose to take the time
of the House in discussing the point of order. I thought the
other amendment was clearly subject to a point of order on
grounds which I then stated. The Chair overruled that point
of order. I think this amendment is subject to a point of
order upon other grounds; that it is not a retrenchment of
expenditures, but simply a modification of existing law, carry-
ing the saome amount of appropriation,

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the point of
order I will state that the amendment which I offered eliminates
certain squares of property, which reduces the amount that
would finally be acquired in the purchase of the property em-
braced in the original act.

The property eliminated is the property that can be seen here
and one square here [illustrating on map]l. I will say that
this was an amendment which the gentleman from New York
and I were discussing and which Mr. PAGe was to prepare and
to offer as a compromise on this matter eliminating certain
sections of property

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that the gentleman re-
jected that compromise.

Mr. SISSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in offering this amend-
ment I am sure that it does not present the same question
which was in the other amendment which I offered; that on

its face it does not reduce the expenditures carried in the
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amendment offered by the gentleman frem New York. I was |

in hopes that we might get a vote upen this matter by unani-
mous consent and exclude from the future purchase of this aet
the property which E do not think anybody insists we need in
opening up a park between here and the Union Station, ner is
it needed for the purpose of building a bounlevard. It elimi-
nates the property on either side of the Senate Office Building
and the property that is not within the view and approach
from the €apitel to the Union Station, and I think it would be
useless to purchase this property for the purposes which the bill
intended originally to cover. I think that it includes entirely
more property than i8 necessary, and for that reason I offer the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The €Chair is of the opinion that if the
amendment reduces the amount of money covered by the bill
that it would not Be subject to the point of erder. The uitimate:
purpese of the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Mississippi is' to reduce the cost finally, but the Chair dees net
believe that it means a reductien: of the cost in this bill; er,
in other swords, the Chair knows officially that within the scepe:
of the original act there is suffieient property to amount to
mere than $500,000 in additien te the $500,000 heretofore ex-
pended; and, as it does not reduce the amountt of meney con-
templated to be expended in this bill, or any amendment there-
to, the Chair sustains the peint of order.

Mr. SISS0XN. Mr. Chaivman, I move te amend the substi-
tute whicly I have offered here by substituting $400,0000 for
$600,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will object te that.
The law authevized £500.000 worth of preperty te be con-
demmed, and we ought te appropriate the meney in acecordance:
with the Inw. I ask for a vote on the pending amendment.

My, SISSON. I the gentleman is willing te have a vete on
this amendment—— :

Mr. FITZGERALD: I am not willing te have a vote on the
gentleman’s amendment.

My, SISSON. I want to offer anether amendment, and the
language of the amendment which I have just offered as a
substitute: is the same as the other, exeept that I strike out the
£500,000 in the amendment which I have offered and make it
€400,000. T want to substitute for the amendment which I
offered an amendment which is identieal in language with {he
other amendment, except that $400,000 shall be in the amend-
ment instead of $500,000. :

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, ¥ make the point of or-
der against the amendment. I do not see that heips the gen-
tleman: at all.

Mr. STSSON. I trust the Chair understands what I want
to do. I want to offer the amendment whicl I have just offered
and which was ruled out on the point of order beeause it did
not reduee expenses, substituting $£00,000 instead of $500,060
in the amendment whiely I offered a moment ago.

Mr. MANN. Let the amendment be reported.

Mr. SISSON. I will ask that the amendment be reported.

The CHATIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will
be again reported.

Mp, MANN. An ebjection would stop it, but has the gentle-
man a right to offer the smendment? There is nothing before
the House:. The gentleman has offered an amendment, and let
us find out what it is.

The CHAITRMAN.
for information.

Mr. SISSON. T offer the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fromx Illinois has asked
that the amendment be reported.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I submit this is a new amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from XHssissippi that bas net
yet been reported to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will only give the Clerk
a chanee he will report the amendment.

Mr. MANN. It is not a matter of reporting; it is not done
by unanimous consent. T am willing fo consent to waive the
reading of it, as it has been read three times. :

Mr. SISSON. That is what I was endeavoring to explain to
the committee. The amendment I now offer is identieal to the
former amendment, except that $100,000 iz inserted in the
present amendment where $500,000 was in the amendment ruled
out on the point of order. '

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment, and I ask unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the reading.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the reading of the
amendment will be dispensed with. [After a pause.] The
Chair hears no objection,

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman has not stated his point of
order.

The Clerk will read again the amendment

4

Mr. MANN. T make the point of order it is not a reduction
of anything connected with tlie bill; practieally the same point
of order that was made before applies te it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mp. Chairman, I wish to eall the atten-

tion of the committee to what a remarkable situation the House
will be in iff this amendment were held to e in order.
~ If one gentleman could offer an amendment appropriating a
certain sum of money te carry out some law, under the guise
of reducing the amount carried by the bill, the gentleman could
offer an amendment appropriating $1 less in that amendmeiit
and propose to change the law.

Mr. SISSON, This does not change the law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly it changes the law. It ellmi-
nates from the law certain features of it. But on the pretense
that it reduees the amounts earried by the bill, it would be the
easiest thing if suelv a ruling was mmde to have in order any
conceivable proposition gentlemen would desire to offer to an ap-
propriation bill. The rule is plain. It must affect the amounts
carried by the bill, and pending amendments are not amounts
earried by the Bill under any construction that ean be given.

Mr. MANN. Mr Chairman, there is a Inw usually called the
| pure-food law, and an appreprintion to provide for its adminis-
trative effect. Suppose, when the deficiency bill comes before
the House some gentleman effers an amendment proposing an
appropriation: of $150,000 for the execution of the pure-food
Iaw, and sowme gentleman preposes an amendment reducing the
amount to $40; and an entire revision of the pure-food Inw,
neither propesition Baving heen censidered by the committee of
the House. Now, is the Chuir prepared to adept the rule that
under thoge eircumstances there can be precipitated upon the
House for a vete an entire revision of the pure-food laow when
it has received ne eonsideration from any committee and when
there is no line i the bill reported either relating to the law
or its enforcement?

The CHAITRMAN. The bill ftself is yet an unaceepted propo-
sition submitted to the House by the committee and is subjeet
to amendment. The amendment also is an unaecepted proposi-
tionx made to the Housge by a Member of the House; and, in this
instance, by the eliairman of the eommittee: The Chair holds
this subject to amendment. The gentleman from New York
[Mr. Frrzcerarp] seems, from lis remarks, to be laboring under
the impression that an authorization of exactly £500,000 a year
is provided for under the original act. That is a mistake. The
orfgin®l act autBorizes the expenditure of not moere than
$500,000 a year. If the met authorizes an expenditure of not
more than $500,000 & year, an expenditure of less than $300,000
a year would DBe authorized by the bill

AMr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the rule does not say an
amendment which changes the bill shall be in order, which
propeses. to reduce the amount in a proposed amendment. It
must reduee the amount carried in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair sees the hair-splitting differ-
ence there which the gentleman suggests. When there is no
section in the BT on this subject, the offering of a new section
by the commitfee is an unaceepted proposition, just the sayme
as if it had been submitted to the House originally by the com-
mittee.

Alr, FITZGERALD. The committes has not effered any new
gection. The eommittee has offered no new provision. I offered
that as a Member of the House.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair put it in the shape of having
been offered by am individual, but it was by the chairman of
the commmittee, and the Chair is willing to strike that part of
it ont.

Mr. PITZGERALDY. I eall the gttention of the Chair to
the fact that the enly legislation under the rule that is in order
is an amendment which was reported by an individual Member
of the House. -

The CHAIRMAXN. The Chair is of the copinion that the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York is subject
to amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I Eknow it is subject to amendment
under the rules of the Flouse. It is not subject to any amend-
'ment gentlemen may desire o make. The amendment must be
in order under the rule, and the rule is what eontrols and not
the peculiar desives of the Members of the House. The gen-
tleman, in order to make his amendment in order, must be able
to point to some rule in the House under which the amendment

is in order, and noft umder pretense which no.sane construction
of the rule can hold It is in order under the ruole and precipi-
tate this House into a condition of chpos in the eonsiderntion
of these bills. That is what such a ruling will do by holding
such an amendment in order.

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is: of the opinion that the
| amendment is in order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for a vote on the amendment.
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Mr. SISSON. I ask that debate close on this amendment.
I thought it was closed on the amendment which I offered.

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1t is closed on all the amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
substitute offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sis-
sox] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FI1zGERALD].

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected.

The CHATRMAN. The question now comes on the adoption
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York
[Myr. FrrzeErarpl.

The quesilon was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the ayes seemed to have it

Mr. SISSON. A division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 1T.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk
return to page 103.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will turn
to page 103.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, paﬁe 103‘ line 12, after the word “ States,” by inserting the
following : * Including personal services "——

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that be
passed over temporarily and that the Clerk return to page 108.
The genfleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster], who is interested in
the matter on page 103, is not present at this moment. I ask
that the Clerk turn to page 108.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will pead the item.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 108, line 4 : :

* GOYERNMENT HOSPITAL ¥OR THE INSANE

“ For support, clothing, and treatment in the Government Hospital
for the Insane of the insane from the Army and Navy, Marine Corps,
Revenue-Cutter Service, inmates of the Natlonal Home for Disabled
Volanteer Soldiers, persons charged with or convicted of crimes t
the United States who are insane, all persons who have become insane
since their entry into the military and naval service of the Unlted
States who have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent,
including purchase, maintenance, and driving of necessary horses and
vehicles and of horses and vehicles for official use of the superintend-
ent, £314,400: and not exceeding $1,500 of this sum may be expended
in defraying the expense of the removal of patients to their friends;
not cxceeding $1,0 may be expended in the purchase of such books,

riodicals, and papers as may be required for the purposes of the

ospital and for the medical library, and not exceeding $1,500 for
actual and necessary expenses Incurred in the apprehension and return
to the hospital of escaped patlents.”

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, T offer the following amend-
ment: On line 15, page 108, strike out **$314,400" and insert
¢ $334,400."

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 108, line 15, by striking out * $314,400 " and inserting
* $834,400."

AMr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a single word touching this
amendment. In round numbers there are 3,000 people in the
jnsane asylum, one-half substantially from the District of
Columbia and one-half from the Army and Navy. The main-
tenance cost per capita in round numbers is $220 a year. It
will require the amount named in the amendment to meet the
requirements of the service. The amendment meets the esti-
mate, and it meets the appropriation for the current year. I
believe the appropriation should be increased as proposed by
the amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to eall to
the attention of the committee the fact that this is not a re-
duction of the amount for the maintenance of this institution.
This item of $314,400 is not, as the gentleman assumes, a re-
duction in this appropriation. Twenty thousand dollars was
deducted from this item, and $15,000 was added to the item
for general repairs and improvements—an item which oceurs
a litfle later—and In addition a provision was inserted in the
bill requiring the inclusion of the cost of repairs and certain
maintenance charges in estimating the cost of maintenance of
patients in the insane asylum from the District of Columbia.
As a result of it the District of Columbia will pay the full cost
of maintaining the patients from the District, and that burden
will be taken off the United States. We have simply, by a
readjnstment of these items, given the estimate practieally.

Mr. CANNON. Let me understand the gentleman. The gen-
tleman states that elsewhere in the bill, if it is agreed to, by
succeeding items the amounts recommended in the bill will’ be
suffivient, substantially, to eare for 3,000 patients.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. I understand the gentleman’s
amendment increases this amount by $20,0007

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The committee deducted $20,000 from
this item, and it added $15,000 to the item for general repairs
and improvements, on page 109, because about that sum was
paid out of the other item. Then, the committee inserted a
provision to compel the payment by the District of Columbia of
that portion of the general repairs and improvemenis which
properly would be prorated to the District patients.

Mr. CANNON. As I understand the gentleman, his explana-
tion is a satisfactory one, namely, that, taking the provisions
all together, if agreed to by the House, the provision here, with
the other items and provisions touching the insane asylum, will
substantially ecare for 3,000 patients, which is the estimate of
the number that there will be, at $220 a year each.

Mr., FITZGERALD. XNot 3,000.

Mr. CANNON. Well, substantially that.
there is no cut in the bill for maintenance?

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is a reduction of only $5,000 in
these items from the eurrent law.

Mr. CANNON. And that reduction is cared for elsewhere,

Mr. FITZGERALD. We believe that that will be cared for
by this provision which requires the payment by the Distriet
of its proportionate share.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

To relmburse the United States the amount due on account of one-
half of the per capita cost of maintenance of indigent patients in the
Government Hospital for the Insane from the Distriet of Celumbia in
excess of the number charged to and paid for by said District during
the fiscal years 1881 to 1911, Inclusive, there shall be transferred from
the revenues of the District of Columbia to the United States, beginnin
with the fiscal year 1913, the sum of $769,536.09 in seven equal annu
installments, which amounts so transferred shall be covered into the
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against
the paragraph.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think in its present shape it is subject
to a point of order. There is only one phase of it, however,
that I think is subject to a point of order, and that is the re-
guirement that the money be paid in seven annusl installments.
If that should be sustained I propose to offer an amendment so
that it will be paid in one installment;

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert, after line 2, rpage 109, the following:

“To reimburse the United States the amount doe on account of one-
half of the per capita cost of maintenance of indigent patients in the
Government Hospital for the Insane from the Districf of Columbia in

execess of the number clmrgad to and paid for by sald District during
the fiscal years 1881 to 1911, inclusive, there shall be transf

In other words,

TT

the revennes of the District of Columbia to the United Btates,e be‘{gdiutrfll}nngl

with the fiseal vear 1913, the sum of $769,536.09, which amounts so

m{‘g‘rreﬂ sh be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous re-
pis.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the peint of order of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

Mr. MANN. It is not in order in this bill to make such a
provision even if aunthorized by law. This is not the bill pro-
viding for aprropriations for the District of Columbia. This
item, if in order at all, would be in order on the District of
Colnmbia appropriation bill.

In the second place, there is no aunthorization in law for the
transfer or making this appropriation. Of course, the transfer
could only be considered in order in any event as an appro-
priation, and there is no authorization in law for this appro-
priation.

As to whether there has been an excess charge or a lack of
charge is a matter which requires legislation, and the committee
having jurisdiction of the legislation for the District of Colum-
bia is the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

This propeses to acquire in this bill an appropriation of over
2700,000 from the District revenues to be paid to the United
Stntes Treasury on a claim which the United States Treasury
may have against the District. No one is prepared to know
what the Iaw is on the subject, or whether there is any law,
and the gentleman can not base an appropriation wpon the
claim merely that the District of Columbia has not paid its
proportional share. If requires legislation to accomplish the
purpose, and that legislation should come from the proper
committee,

Here is the sitnation: This House has already authorized
the District Committee to make an Investigation of the books
of the District. That committee iz engaged in making such
investigation. We originally appropriated a certain amount of
money out of the contingent fund for that purpose, and we have
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recently added to the amount which may be expended for that
purpose. When the District Committee reports it has a right
to report recommending that certain action be taken. But
until that is had it is not within the province of the Committee
on Appropriations in the sundry eivil bill to go back for all
time and undertake to determine for themselves whether the
Government owes the District or whether the District owes the
Government for matters which have taken place in the past.
This is not an appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, or anything
in relation to it. I do not desire to consume very much time
in arguing points of order or otherwise, because I hope that we
can get along with this bill and get through with it. To me it
is perfectly clear that it is subject to a point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with
the gentleman. In the first place there is nothing in the rule
which requires the Committee on Appropriations to report in
any particular bill appropriations over which it has jurisdie-
tion. In the second place it is well established that the com-
mittee can report in any bill over which it has jurisdiction for
deficiencies in any service over which it has jurisdiction. Under
the law the District of Columbia is authorized to send certain
classes of insane to the Government Hospital for the Insane.
Appropriations have been made from time to time to cover the
cost of maintaining these District insane and investigation has
disclosed that in a number of instances the District has not paid
the full amount it should have paid for maintaining the insane
properly chargeable to it. I have seen some statements of the
auditor showing the balances due from the District to the
United States for certain years. The books in the Government
Hospital for the Insane disclosed that the District is indebted
to the United States for the amount named in this amendment
for care of the insane,

This provision merely proposes to appropriate from the rev-
enues of the District a sufficient sum to meet a deficiency which
now exists in the appropriations heretofore made for the care
of the insane of the District in the Government Hospital for
the Insane. This item supplies deficiencies in the appropria-
tions heretofore made for that purpose during the period indi-
cated in the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. In 1857 the first provision was made that
District lunatics might be put into this asylum. That arrange-
ment went along until 1876, when by another act of Congress,
which is to be found in volume 19 of the United States Stat-
utes at Large, page 108, a law was enacted to the effect that
the District of Columbia should pay one-half of the expenses
of the indigent persons who might be thereafter admitted from
the District of Columbia into the Hospital for the Insane.

The next act bearing upon the subject is that whieh is com-
monly called in the District of of Columbia the “organie act,”
the act of June 11, 1878, in which the half-and-half plan is
contained. If there was any obligation imposed upon the
IFederal Government by the act of June 11, 1878, it was re-
pealed by the act which is to be found in volume 20 of the
United States Statutes at Large, at page 230, of date June 20,
1878, which reads as follows:

That one-half of the expense of the :ndiigent persons who may be
admitted from the District of Columbia shall be reported to the Treas-
ury Department, and char afnlnst the appropriations to be pald
toward the expenses of the District by the General Government.

That is a direct piece of legislation, that one-half of the
expenses on account of the indigent insane from the District
of Columbia shall be paid by the District of Columbia and
charged against the appropriations toward the expenses of the
District of Columbia by the General Government. The question
now arises, first, as to whether or not that has been done, and,
next, if it has not been done, can it be done now in this bill
and in this way? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx]
has just stated that this paragraph is not in the proper bill.
There are numerous precedents where everybody who has been
called upon to rule upon this question has held that appropria-
tions concerning the District of Columbia may be contained
in any of the general appropriation bills, and it is all the time
practiced.

The next question that arises is this: Has this fund been
converted into the Treasury as directed by the statute of May
20, 1878, a section of which the Chair just read? The Comp-
troller of the Treasury has decided upon numerous instances
that that has not been done. The Chair now has in hand a com-
munlication which reads as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
FirsT COoMPTROLLER'S OFFICE,
Washington, D, C., November 16, 1882,
GENTLEMEN : An account between the United States and the District
of Columbia for e ses of indigent insame District patients In the
Government Hospital for the Insane during the fiscal year which ended

June 30, 1879, has been settled per first auditor's ort, No. 229391,
as certified by this ofgee. and there has been found to due the Unived
States the sum of $4,300.10, as is shown by the inclosed statement.
Very respectfully,
W. LAWERENCE, First Comptroller.
This was addressed to the Hon. Joseph R, West, T. P. Morgan,
and Maj. Garrett J. Lydecker, Commissioners of the District of
Columbia.
Another ruling and also certification made by the Comptroller
of the Treasury is as follows:
: TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
FirsT COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., March £3, 1883,
GENTLEMEN : An account between the United States and the District
of Columbia for exlf-enses of indigent insane District patients in the
Government Hospltal for the Insane during the fiscal year which ended
June 30, 1880, has been settled per first auditor’s re ort, No. 220411
as certified by thils office, and there has been found to due the United
States the sum of $27,490.98, as is shown by the inclosed statement.

Very respectfully, Wor.
By T A TR S
Acting Deputy First Comptroller.
This was addressed to Hon. Joseph R. West, James B. Ed-
monds, and Maj. G. J. Lydecker, Commissioners of the District
of Columbia.
Another ruling made by the Comptroller of the Treasury,
and so certified by him, is as follows:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT,

FIRsT COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE,
4 Washington, D. €., January 18, 188}.

GENTLEMEN : An account between the United States and the District
of Columbia for expenses of indigent insane District patients in the
Government Hospital for the Insane during the fiscal year which
ended June 30, 1881, has been settled, per First Auditor's report No.
220498, as certified by this office, and there has been found to be due
ﬂtl:tun[t?i States the sum of $24,678.25, as 1s shown by the Inclosed
statement.

Yery respectfully, WILLIAM LAWRENCE,

First Comptroller,
By J. TARBELL,
Deputy First U?mptralfer.

That was also addressed to Hon. Thomas B. Edmonds, Joseph
R. West, and Maj. Garrett J. Lydecker, Commissioners of the
Distriet of Columbia.

A further photographic reproduction of a statement from the
accounts, as kept by the Treasury of the United States, which the
Chair has before him, shows that those certifications continued
until 1888, during all of which time, except during the first two
years, they were absolutely ignored by the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia, and not one cent was paid to the Fed-
eral Government by the District of Columbia, as was certified by
the Comptroller of the Treasury to those commissioners.

The law not having been complied with, as set out in the act
of June 20, 1878, which reads as follows:

¢ * * gand charged against the appropriations to be paid toward
the expenses of the District by the General Government—
the Chair, upon mature consideration of the matter, is of the
opinion that the amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York is not such legislation as is forbidden by the rule. It is
what might be termed * congressional dietum™; or, as the
District Commissioners in a communication to the President
have denominated, “legislative direction,” to the executive offi-
cers of the United States to do that which they should have
done without this direction.

The law already directs that these transfers shall be made
upon the accounts between the District of Columbia and the
Federal Government. This paragraph is not, therefore, new.
That law has been ignored, notwithstanding the fact that the
Comptroller of the Treasury has repeatedly called the attention
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to it, and
they have failed and refused thus far to comply either with the
law or with the direction of the Comptroller of the Treasury
as he has construed the law.

The Chair is, as said, of the opinion that this is not new legis-
lation, because no change in the law is made hereby. It is
simply a congressional direction to the executive officers to do
that which they should have done without it. The Chair,
therefore, overrules the point of order.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have not yet learned the dis-
tinction between legislation and a legislative direction to the
administrative officers of the Government. The Chair has ruled
the item in order. I would like to ask the chairman of the
Committee on JAppropriations whether that committee or the
subcommittee preparing the sundry civil appropriation bill, or
the subcommittee that has jurisdiction over appropriations for
the District of Columbia, heard anybody representing the Dis-
trict with reference to this item?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It did not; but I eall—

Mr, MANN. That is a sufficient answer.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That hardly answers the question.
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Mr. MANN. That answers my question, but I am quite
willing that the gentleman sheuld extend his answer.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It does not give the gentleman il of
the information to which he is entitled. Later, when the com-
mittee was at work upon the general deficiency appropriation
bill, the auditor for the Distriet of Columbia called attention to
this provision, and I gave the aunditor a copy of the testimony
before the compmittee and suggested that he examine it and fur-
nish any statement he thought proper to the committee.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, here is a proposition which the
Chair has ruled in order as a legislative direction to the admin-
istrative officers to go back and take money out of the District
since 1881 on old claims. I do not know the merits of the
proposition, but no committee of the House that has jurisdiction
of the subject has had any hearings upon the subject at all

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Committee on Appropriations has
Jurisdiction.

Mr. MANN. The subecommittee of the Committee on Appro-
priations having jurisdiction over the District of Columbia
appropriations has had no hearings, the gentleman states. The
subcommittee representing the sundry civil appropriation bill,
which has no jurisdiction over District of Columbia matters,
has Lad hearings. The Committee on the District of Columbia
has had no hearings. I would not hang a dog upon such evi-
denee, much less endeavor to take nearly $800,000 out of the
treasury of the people of the Distriet of Columbia without a
hearing, without giving the District Commissioners a chance to
be heard. I have not discussed the matter with anyone. I
noticed in the newspapers some things in regard to it, and the
gentleman says they have had no one representing the District
before his committee upon this proposition. Yet it is proposed,
without a hearing on a matter that is in controversy at the
best, that Congress shall do what the Chairman describes as a
sort of dictum, namely, determine the matter regardiess of law,
regardless of the decision of the accounting officers, and require
that there be taken out of the revenues paid by the District
people this sum of money, to be paid into the Treasury of the
United States. g

There ought to be a settlement if there is a controversy, and
it ought to be =ettled by the proper officers. If the District
owes the United States, the amount ought to be paid; if per-
chance the Government owes the District, the amount ought to
be paid, but it should not be paid when there is a controverted
question of aceounting.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there is no controverted
guestion of accounting.

Mr. MANN. I say there is. I have often heard lawyers say
there is no controversy in a case, but that is the opinion of
the gentleman as to whether there is a controversy, and I do
not asgree with the gentleman. .

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did net say what the gentleman said;
I am making my own statement.

My, MANN. That is the opinion of the gentleman, that there
is no controversy.

Mr. FITZGERALD. T say there is no conflict in the ques-
tion of accounting. TUnder the law the District is entitled to
send certain insane patients to the Government Hospital for
the Insane. The books of the Government Hospital for the
Insane show that for 25 years the District has failed to pay
for the patients sent there under the law. There is no ques-
tion of accounting; it is a matter of fact; and the facts appear
of record, and all the testimony that the District Commissioners
would give from now to the end of the year can not change
the facts, beeause the records are not in their possession. The
Superintendent for the Government Hospital for the Insane
has been endeavoring to compel the District to pay what is due.
This year he finally compelled them to pay, and also last year,
because of the ruling of the Comptroller of the Treasury that
the District conld no longer shirk its duty in this respect. The
Committee on Approprintions, whenever it finds a situation so
simp'e, when an application to the records shows clearly that
the District is indebted to the General Government, that it has
been enjoying the benefits of the Federal Treasury improperly,
does not need to search out gentlemen who may desire to make
statements not based upon the facts or statements based upon
other things than the facts in order to reach a conelusion,
From the books of the insane asylum, which show the amount
that the Distriet failed to pay for the maintenance of patients
properly chargeable to the District, the committee acted.

The Committee on Appropriations has jurisdiction of this
matter, and the inquiry having been made regarding the ap-
propriations made out of the Federal Treasury for the support
of the insane properly echargeable to the Federal Treasury
found that part of that money was being taken for the support
of the patients that should have been supported out of the

District treasury. It did the only thing that could be done;
that is, to recommend a provision that would appropriate from
the revenues of the District the amount it had failed to pay
for the care of patients properly chargeable to it in the past.
I think the District should pay it, and I hope the amendment
will be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on the adoption of the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the
noes seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. Frrzcerarp) there were—
ayes 33, noes 11,

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For roadways, grading, and walks, $5,000.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. :

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On e 109, after 1i A ot
Hall ug?lgshop anadt:tore?lgulﬁg bil;lﬁ?l-tng, %%%,gﬁlgﬁ?t SN ARt vt

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the superintendent of the in-
sane asylum was heard touching this item. This is one of the
estimates made and formally transmitted. We have just en-
acted a provision that gives credit to the Federal Treasury for
three-quarters of a million dollars, in round numbers, that the
District, under the law, owes to the United States. The money
is in the Treasury to comply with that direction from the Dis-
trict revenues, as I understand it. Now, they are pretty badly
off over there at the insane asylum for many improvements,
and as the District contributes its half, there is a much less
sum that comes into the Federal Treasury, or something less,
required fo put that institution into good shape and proper
shape so that humane and safe treatment may be given not
only fo those who are entitled to admission from the Army
and Navy and for insane indigent soldiers of the Civil War,
but also to give proper care to the insane of the Distriet of
Columbia. This is one of several amendments I propose to
offer. I read the note on which this estimate is transmitted :

For cement wall about Howard Hall and shop and storehouse build-
ing, §55,200.

And I erave the attention of members of the committee to

this fact.

Nore.—This item is in lleu of a previousl uested appropriation
of $160,000 for a new building for the criminal insane, and fl; based
upon the recommendation of a speclal committee which has spent con-
siderable time in studying the accommodations for the criminal insane
and the problem of their foture care at the hospital. The present
building has never been altogether safe for such a dangerous class of
patients, and although its safety has recently been increased by re-
modeling the window guoards, still It is considered that further safe-
guard should be taken. It seems most feasible to construct a cement
wall 24 feet in height about the bullding at a considerable distance,
This will not only render escape from the bullding practically impossi-
ble, but will give a much-nee outside courtyard for exercise. The
construction of a shop and storehouse building is made necessary in
connectien with this proposed wal for the reasom that the basement
of Howard Hall is at present used as a shop and storechouse, and if a
wall were constracted about the building the use of the basement for
these pu would have to be abandoned, and, as there is no other
available place to which to move, the construction of a separate build-
m?l‘ is rendered necessary.

his estimate has been presented in accordance with the speclal
report made by the special ecommittee appointed by the Becretary of
the Interior for the purpose of making an inquiry into the needs of
the Government Hospital for the Insane, and for outlining the future
policy of its growth. It is belleved to be essential as a matter of public
safety so long as the eriminal insane are maintained at the institution.

I will not take the time to read from the hearings the state-
ment of Dr. White touching this matter. It is fuller than the
note which has been read. The criminal insane are dangerous
to themselves, are dangerous to each other, are dangerous to
the people that are not in the insane asylum. I hope the amend-
ment will be agreed to.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the estimates recommend-
ing a number of the improvements were withdrawn when Dr.
White was before the committee. This particular ftem was
for 355,200, for the purpose of building a cement wall around
one building and erecting a sworkshop ountside of the wall.
The committee, in view of all the facts before it, did not feel
justified in recommending the appropriation. A number of
these recommendations were of such a character that the
committee did not feel that it could properly recommend the
appropriations of the amounts requested for the purpose asked,
For instance, there was a request for $65,000 to build a barn
to accommodate 200 cows and some hogs. Even those mem-
bers of the committee who are not engaged in agriewltural
pursnits were rather astonished at the request, and It was
modified by having the $65,000 item withdrawn and an ap-
propriation of $50,000 substituted instead. Even that sum
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appeared to members of the committee, who were quite familiar
with the management of farm animals and accommodations
for them, as being excessive to accommodate 200 cows and
the number of hogs that were there. These estimates were
undoubtedly made in the same way. The gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] called attention to the fact that in
ithe amnnual report of the superintendent the recommendation
was made for a residence to cost §40,000 for the superintendent
of the asylum. These various recommendations seemed to the
committee to be on such a seale that they could not be justified,
and they did not recommend any of the estimates that were
. placed upon such a plane. There are ample accommodations
for the insane of the District and the Government at the
present institution.

A suggestion was made that some additional land should
be purchased, but it is very doubtful whether it is advisable
to acquire additional land for the present institution, or if it
be necessary to accommodate a much larger number of insane,
to remove them some place else where land will be much more
reasonable and where accommodations ean be more economically
provided. This institution at present has about 3,000 insane.
That seems to be about as large a number as could be accom-
modated in one institution. The committee did not believe it
desirable to enlarge it. Some of the recommendations which
the gentleman intimates he will offer to the committee in the
form of an amendment were not considered and recommended
because of the conviction that they could not be justified on
the information in the possession of the committee.

I hope the amendment will not be agreed to.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word in order to call attention to the reply that the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations has made in oppoesing this
amendment. I did not take time to read the statement of Dr.
‘White, which is much fuller than the note that was submitted
with the estimate, and is to be found in the hearings. There
was a board appointed by the Secretary of the Interior to
consider the condition of St. Elizabeth Insane Hospital. It

consisted of George H. Torney, Surgeon General of the Army of

the United States; A. W. Dunbar, surgeon of the United
States Navy, representing the Secretary of the Navy; Robert
V. La Dow, superintendent of prisons, representing the Attorney
General; William V. Judson, engineer, United States’ Army,
representing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia;
and Dr. Willlam A. White, superintendent of the Government
Hospital, representing the Secretary of the Interior. This re-
port made to the Secretary of the Interior and transmitted by
message from the President covers some 37 pages. It is a very
interesting report and shows the absolute necessity not only for
this appropriation but for many other appropriations.

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. BOWMAN. Do I understand that there is no proper
protection so that the inmates of this home now can have out-
door exercise? L

Mr. CANNON. There is no proper protection for the criminal
insane to prevent their eseape, and it is proposed to build a
wall about the building in which they are confined and give a
little place for outdoor exercise; and not only for exercise, but
principally for the protection of the public and for the protec-
tion of the 2,500 other patients that are at St. Elizabeth.
My friend from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] is one of the
most astute Members of the House in defense of his bill. He
says there was an estimate of an appropriation for additional
land. I will offer that amendment presently. He also says
there was an estimate of an appropriation for a house for the
superintendent to live in, and that there was an estimate for
an appropriation submitted for the building of a barn, and so
on, and so on; and that the committee anticipated that at some
time or other there may be an additional insane asylum con-
structed. I have heard that for 25 years. There has not been
and will not be, in my judgment, an additional asylum. So
that, not talking gravely about the necessity of this appropria-
tion, the gentleman says, “ Oh, well, we considered these propo-
sitlons and did not give any of them.”

Mr. Chairman, I am ready for a vote.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, little things are very in-
dicative at times of the temper and capacity of men making
recommendations, and when a committee appointed to investi-
gate this hospital for the insane make a recommendation as a
serious proposition to spend $40,000 for a superintendent’s
house they have to do a good deal to convince me that they are
safe people to follow.

I think a recommendation of that kind is so wantonly ex-
travagant and inexcusable as to show on the part of the men
making it a total lack of appreciation of the needs of an insti-

tution and of the policy that the Government should follow in
connection with one; and they did make that recommendation,
as will be found upon an examination of page 27 of the report
of the Government Hospital for the Insane.

Now, that is simply in keeping with a great many other rec-
ommendations that have been made in connection with this
institution. I do not agree at all with the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. CaxxoxN] that it is nonsense to talk about an ad-
ditional insane asylum. I believe that we have reached. if we
have not already passed, the proper point of size for a Govern-
ment insane asylum, and if we are to go on enlarging this in-
stitution, which is now right at the edge of the town, and buy
property practically at city prices, in order there to confine in
one institution all the insane of the country, it does not strike
me as either in the line of geod administration or economy or
common sense. .

Nor is it true in any correct sense of the word that this im-
provement is necessary in order to make safe the confinement
of the criminal insane, and the hearings do not bear out that
statement. It is stated and alleged that it will make their con-
finement safer. But there were none of us who were familiar
with the conditions who felt that it was necessary to spend
this money in order to insure the safety of those patients. And
I repeat that the recommendations that have come from time
to time touching the Government Hospital for the Insane have
led me to believe that there is a total lack of appreciation on
the part of those who are managing the concern of the limita-
tions that should be put upon such an institution.

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes.

Mr. BOWMAN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
there is an opportunity now for the criminal insane to have
adequate out-door exercise?

Mr. SHERLEY. I did not say that; but I do believe there
are facilities now. I did say that this was not necessary fo
prevent the escape of the criminal insane, and I will now read
the statement of Dr. White, who put, to say the least, the most
favorable construction possible upon conditions in order to
back up these estimates of his. He says:

Dr. WHiTE. Howard Hall is the building in which the insane crim-
inals are confined. The object of this cement wall is to increase the
safety of caring for that class of people. We have had in the past
)éear in that building some of the most dangerous men in the United

tates, and we have spent several thousan
building as secure as we can,

dollars in making that
but it is still an insecure building. It
was built & goed many years ago, and one of the very material elements
of insecurity is the presence of something like 300 windows right out-
gide, without any protection from angbody f:ttlng things into the
building throug‘h the windows, except by hav E watchmen to patrol
the grounds. he object of the wall, therefore, to prevent access to
the building by evil-minded people who may pass in weapons, for
example. .

Now, it ought to be stated in that connection that there has
been a remodeling of the windows, whereby they are protected
by iron gratings. If, on that statement, it could be said that
there is any great danger of the criminal insane escaping, then
I fail to properly weigh language.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 109, after line 18, insert:

*“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase additional
land for the Government Hospital for the Insane, $100,000, or so
much thereof as may be necessary.

-* In the event of his inability to make such purchase, the Becretary
of the Imnterior shall proceed in the manner prescribed for providin
a site for the Government Printing Office, in so much of the act o
July 1, 1898, as is set forth on pages 648 and 649 of velume 30 of the
Statutes at Large, to acquire the land desired; and for the purpose of
such acquisition the Secretary of the Interior shall have and exercise
all the power conferred ggun the Public Printer in such act; the ap-
propriation to be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior.”

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not take much time in
calling the attention of the committee to this or other amend-
ments that I may offer. It is perfectly patent that however
meritorious the amendment may be, in my judgment, from my
standpoint, the majority of the committee, under the leadership
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, consti-
tuted as it is, will vote down each one of them. I voted for
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York reim-
bursing the United States for three-quarters of a million dol-
lars that the District owed it for the care of the District in-
sane; and in the future I apprehend that they will have to pay
the amount that the law requires them to pay.

I think that that legislation was apt; but what right have we,
in caring for our own people, caring for the insane of the
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Army and the Navy and the indigent insane, the soldiers of the
Civil War—what right have we to fail to provide for them
while we collect from the District of Columbia for the care of
their insane the full price and to make them reimburse the
Government by three-quarters of a million dollars, two-thirds
of which, if appropriated, and all of which, if appropriated,
would buy this land and make the insane asylum what hu-
manity requires it to be?

Now a word as to the merits of this amendment.
in the estimate says:

NoTe.—The need of additiopal land by the hos;)ltal has been appre-
clated for some time, and each superintendent for many g‘ears past
has requested appropriations for its purchase. The need of land has
become more acute of late because all of the nmew construction has
been piaced upon land previously used for farming purposes, thus
restricting the output of the farm to such an extent that it is now
impossible to raise enough fodder for the dairy herd. The hospital Is
increasing in size at the rate of upward of 100 patlents per annum
and more buildings must be added in the near future, which will still
further infringe upon the land used for farming.

NoTE.—The n of additional land is recognized by the special com-
mittee appointed to inguire into the needs and future policy of the
hospi;al, and Its purchase has been recommended in the committee’s
report.

Some years ago it was necessary to make some provision for
a considerable enlargement of this insane hospital. There was
a proposition to buy some land adjoining it on the South. That
proposition failed. Buildings were provided, and they crossed
the road for the erection of the educational buildings. Now, I
have no doubt in my own mind, from what knowledge I have
been able to obtain, that this amendment ought to be agreed
to end the additional land obtained. For one I am not willing
to postpone action upon the statement that as the city extends
the land becomes more valuable. That is true, and now is the
best time to obtain that land. Nobody believes, in my judg-
ment, that this large expenditure at this great plant at the
insane asylum ever will be abandoned, and it can be more eco-
nomically administered by the purchase of the additional land
10W.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, many years ago, when
_the gentleman from Illinois was the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations, a proposition was made to buy additional
land and ereet additional buildings for this institution. Con-
gress anthorized the erection of the buildings at a cost to the
Tnited States of a million dollars or more, but declined to buy
the land. Ever since that time it is my recollection that there
hes been an attempt made to obtain additional lIand. The Gov-
ernmental Hospital for the Insane has about 800 acres of land
at present, over 357 of them are devoted to agricultural pur-
poses, The land that it is proposed to purchase at present is of
very little value for agricultural purposes. The superintendent
does- not know how mueh it will cost, and he does not believe
_that it can be obtained for less than §500 an acre, and in his
opinion it would not be worth $500 an acre for agricultural
purposes,

So the only reason for buying this land wounld be to held it
and to hope that at some future time it might be utilized for
the construction of buildings thereon. The tract in contempla-
tion is a tract of about 150 acres, for which it is desired to ap-
propriate $100,000. It would be much better, if additional land
is needed, to buy a farm some place out in the country for the
benefit of this institution, to remove the herd and the raising of
the crops for the benefit of the institution from the vicinity of
the institution to farm land that could be purchased within a
reasonable distance of the institution at farm-land prices. The
committee could not justify the expenditure of $100,000 to pur-
chase 150 acres of land that is of very little value for agricul-
tural purposes and as to which there is no prospect of buildings
being erected thereon. Under the circumstances, I hope the
amendment will not be agreed fo.

Mr. FOSTER. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the Government own some land over
there that is operated in connection with the asylum which is
detached from this land?

Mr, FITZGERALD. It does. They have a place some miles
from the asylum.

Mr., FOSTER. If we are going to buy land over there for the
purpose of farming, is it not the gentleman’s idea that we better
buy it out there?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; out where farms are and not in
the eity. There are over 300 acres that can be utilized for
buildings, g

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman offer an amendment to
buy the farm land that is detached. ;

Mr. FOSTER. Obh, I do not know anything about the matter,

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from New York offer such
an amendment?
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Mr., FITZGERALD. For what?

Mr. FOSTER. To buy the farm land over there.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall not. Mr. Chairman, there is one
thing else I wish to say. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
CANNON] seems to be petulant if this side of the House will
not vote for amendments which he offers. He should not com-
plain. We remember the gentleman from Illinois as chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations. It was a very sad day
for anybody on this side of th& House to presume to offer an
amendment to any bill of which he had charge. These matters
have been thrashed out in the committee. Members of the com-
mittee have reached their conclusions upon them. The gentle-
man does not bring in any additional information. It is not
to be expected that we should be of such shifting minds that
one day we would be of one mind and another day another.
The gentleman should be content to let this side of the House
assume and bear the responsibility for the legislation which it
is enacting.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of making a single observation. I am
quite aware that the majority of the House and the committee
at this time will settle these appropriations. The gentleman
says that I am petulant. Nay, nay; I am only earnest. I am
going to stop right now after this amendment is disposed of.
I apprehend, without being a prophet or the son of a prophet,
that the majority will withhold the appropriation covered by
the amendment which I have offered.

There are many other amendments that ought to be offered,
but what good would it do? It is my judgment, and as a mem-
ber of the minority and from the standpoint of humanity I
feel that I ought to call the attention of the committee to the
necessity for improvements at St. Elizabeths Insane Asylum,
and in most perfect good humor after you have voted down my
amendment I am going to subside as quietly as possible, and
hope that some time in the future, if you should be continued in
power, you will take better care of those unfortunates than
you are now doing; and if we should be so fortunate as to ve
returned to power I shall appeal with the same earnesiness
to the majority side of the House for this and similar
appropriations.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to remind the
gent:oman from Illineis that in the Sixtieth Congress he ap-
pointed a very excellent committee of this House to investigate
the insane asylum. That committee made a report and did not
recommend, among other things, the purchase of this land. In
all the years that I have been in the House this same recsm-
mendation has been made to Republican Congresses, and they
have steadily refused to purchase this land.

I have never heard any criticism that the insane were to suf-
fer because of the failure to acquire the Jand. I do not believe
there is any danger of suffering if we do not at this time buy
it. The acquisition of this land determines a policy. It would
mean that it was the intention of Congress to very greatly in-
crease the present institution. I am one of those who believe
that as additional facilities are needed it would be better to pro-
vide them in a separate institution. An institution with 3,000
inmates is about as large an institution as it is wise to hare
under the control of one man in order to have proper and effi-
cient management. That is one of the reasons 1 do not believe
it desirable to buy this land. .

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. FrrzeeraLp) there were—ayes 14, noes 35.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall withhold the offering
of sundry other amendments touching the insane asylum simply
because I do not care to consume the time of the committee
in offering what seem to be necessary amendments and in hav-
ing them voted down.

The Clerkread as follows:

For fuel and light, in ‘pﬂl’t gayment for fuel and light, Freedmen's
Hospital and Howard University, including necessary labor to care for
and operate the same, §3,5600.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 110, after line 23, insert :
“ For dormitory for men, $150,000."

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point
of order. It is not aunthorized by law.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is subject
to the point of order.

Mr. CANNON. How is it subject to the point of order?
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Mr. FITZGERALD. For the same reason that the item
included in this bill for a science hall for Howard University
was gubject to a point of order three or four years ago. It was
held that it was not authorized by law. This is not authorized
by law. It is not Government property, as I recall, and there
is no authority for this building.

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect the item to which the gen-
tleman refers.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I recollect, because I helped to get the
building anthorized in a different way. There was a provision
in the bill for a hall of science to cost $90,000, and it was taken
out on a point of order.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to indi-
cate to me the way?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Nay, nay. [Laughter.]

Mr. KAHN. I suspect he went over to the Senate and got
the amendment offered there. Am I correct in my surmise?

Mr. FITZGERALD. We got it in the House.

Mr. CANNON. Notwithstanding a peint of order was made
to it and sustained?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. It was through a little ingenuity.

Mr. CANNON. Did the gentleman appeal from the decision
of the Chair?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; we put it in in a different way,
with the assistance of gentlemen upon the other side.

Mr. CANNON. Then, by the gentleman's solitary cuteness,
he avoided the rules of the House and got a desirable appro-
priation that was not in order?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows that sometimes
things ean be done by a little skill and preparation.

Mr. CANNON. Possibly so; but I know of no way, if this
amendment is not in order, which will enable me to avoid the
rules of the House and still get the appropriation. ’

Mr. FITZGERALD. Neither do I. I do not think there i
any way by which the gentleman can get this put in the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, upon the point of order:
Freedmen's Hospital has been cared for for almost a genera-
tion. It has grown. It is a public work.

Mr, FITZGERALD. It is not Government property. This is
not to erect a building on Government property. It is not au-
thorized by law. So, therefore, the amendment is not in order.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman by
what authority the appropriation for maintenance is made, for
teols and materials, for the medical department, and so forth?
Is all that unauthorized by law and is all that going on by
unanimous consent? Are the expenditures placed under the
Interior Department and audited without law?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have never been able to find any stat-
ute for it. Has the gentleman from Illinois? He knows these
appropriations are gratuities. The Federal Government has
been appropriating these sums for the aid of Howard Uni-
versity year by year without objection on the part of anybody,
but there is no authority to be found in any statute for it.

AMr. CANNON. And yet are they not under the control of the
Government ?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the Secretary of the Interior is
on the board of trustees, and I think he has some control over
expenditures, but I do not recall the statute,

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has sitting at his side the
very efficient clerk of the committee. Will the gentleman in-
quire of the clerk of the committee whatever of legislation, if
there is any. touching this matter and inform me?

Mr. SHERLEY. This is one of the occasions when Jupiter
nods. The clerk does not know, and it is the only time I have
ever struck him when he did not, but it is a fact.

AMr. FITZGERALD. This is a corporation incorporated un-
der an act of Congress. My recollection is the Secretary of the
Interior is on the board of trustees and exercises a certain
conirol over these expenditures.

Mr. CANNON. Precigely, and the expenditures are made by
the Government, under the supervision of the Government, sup-
ported by the Government in large part, and have been from the
commencement. There is an endowment fund, and every dollar
that is expended is——

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has a very slight endowment fund.
There is some money obtained from students.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, the endowment fund is larger than
the gentleman seems to intimate. He says it is very slight. My
recollection is—I have the report here somewhere—that the
income is from charges to students and endowment, probably
one-third of the cost. I am ready for a ruling of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is waiting upon the gentleman
from Illinois, and thought he intended continuing his remarks.
The Chair is ready to rule.

Mr. CANNON. Very well,

The CHAIRMAN. The precedents are unbroken that even
upon G_overnment property new buildings have to be authorized.
There is no authorization for this building; it is not on Govern-
21;3;1; property, and therefore the Chair sustains the point of

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will allow me, I do not think the
precedents are such as the Chair says. I think, too, at any of
the institutions controlled by the Government yvou do not have
to have an anthorization for every building that is constructed.
However, let it go. ;

Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 110, after line 23, insert “ for assembl
L ¥ hall for unlverslty__

Mr. FITZGERALD.. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that it is not authorized by law.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how far has the Clerk read?

The CHATRMAN. Down to and including line 23 at the bot-
tom of page 110.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr. Chairman, the Howard University has had a very
remarkable growth in the last decade under very eflicient super-
intendence. I do not know of an institution that has had a
better growth. In round numbers there are 1,500 or 1,600
students. If is the only institution, so far as I know, substan-
tially set apart and devoted to the consideration of those of the
colored race who desire knowledge in medicine and surgery, in

-agriculture, in law, chemistry, physics, manual training, and

especially in training of students as teachers, so necessary for
the oncoming generations even of white people. More and
more substantially the colored citizens of the United States are
excluded, if not by law by practice, from universities and col-
leges of the country. I believe that the maintenance of Howard
University should keep step in efficiency with the increase of

students, and with accommodations for the rapidly inereasing

number of students.

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the geatleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Yes. .

AMr. BOWMAN. On page 1412, part 2 of the hearings, Dr.
Thirkield states, in answer to a question of the chairman:

The CHAIRMAN, Just state the necessity for the dormitary.

Dr. THirgieLD. There has been no increase in dormifory accommo-
dations since the original bulldings were erected, over 40 years ago.
Of the nearly 1,500 students in attendance, four-fifths of whom are
men, only one .n five can be accommodated in present dormitories,
It is unfortunate that the young men who are in training as the
intellectual, moral, religions, and indusirial leaders of their race are
thus forced ont into the miscellaneous lodging places of the city..and
are not kept under the direct supervision, control. and uplifting influ-
ence of the dormitory life of t institution. The men’s dormitory
that was built for 123 men has in it more than 200 men.

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; and much more of the same kind.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit? There is
hardly a college in America, certainly none I know of, where
students are confined within the college boundaries. I attended
the University of Virginia, one of the great universities of
America, and it is not true there and it is not true of the
great colleges of which T know, and how you can say that
negro students attending Howard University are going to be
injured by living in the city of Washington rather than living
in the university grounds passes my understanding.

Mr. CANNON. There is greater demand for accommodations
in the dormitories and those accommodations are paid for by the
students. The bare statement of the loeation of this institu-
tion and the statement of the late superintendent, Dr. Thir-
kield—who, I very much regret, leaves this work for other
work—show the propriety, aye more, the necessity, for appro-
priating as recommended in the estimates.

Even in such an institution for white people the dormitories
are desirable. If they are builded, they are self-supporting
and paid for by the students. It seems to me, for reasons
assigned, that the dormitories are desirable. Now, then, this
whole matter ig larger than the expenditure of a few thousand
dollars or many thousand dollars. I do not seek to eriticize
anybody anywhere for the condition touching our colored Amer-
jean citizens. I think, everything considered, they have made
marvelous progress. That great institution in Alnbama is doing

work, as I am informed and believe, under the leadership
of Booker T. Washington, but this institution for the training of
teachers and instruction in agriculture, and otherwise, is a
practical training which they receive, and surely, surely, it
ought to be liberally supported.

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield once more?

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 3

o
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Mr. BOWMAN. T see on page 1404 of these hearings that the
amount of income received from students, for fees and rent of
dormitories, and so on, was $47,781.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman that for
16 years they have had these dormitories, and during all that
time the gentleman from Illinois has never agitated himself
about it. I have stood here and fought for this institution
and am just as friendly to it as anybody in the House. No-
body was convinced that there was any pressing necessity at
this time for these two buildings. We have been liberal in the
appropriations for the support of the institution. That is all
we should be. There is no necessity for attempting to place
anybody improperly before the country in connection with
these items.

Mpr. CANNON. I am not seeking to place anybody improperiy
before the country, but with the doubling up of the member-
ship of this institution I say there has been no adequate ap-
propriation made for thelr accommodation.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The necessity has not arisen this year,
and the gentleman has not advocated the increased accommo-
dations during the past 16 years during which his own party
has been in power.

Mr. CANNON. The manner in which these students strive
to make themselves competent to be of assistance to their race
should be encouraged by liberal appropriations to maintain
this institntion.

The Clerk read as follows:

For furniture and furnishings, including awnings and screens, and
other necessary articles for the proper equipment of the nurses’ home
authorized by sundry civil act approved March 4, 1911, $6,000.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 111, after line 15, insert the follo e

“ For repalrs and painting hospital buildings, $5,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the hearings show the neces-
sity for the repairs and for the amount of money indicated. I
am ready for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN.
amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to call
the attention of the gentleman from Illincis [Mr. CANNoN] to
the fact that this bill ecarries $5,000 of an item out of which
repairs can be made.

Mr. CANNON. That does not care for these special repairs.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It cares for the repairs. The reason
they asked for this $5,000 was that they had no specific ap-
propriation, and the commitfee increased the item under which
repairs may be made from $21,000 to $26,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. I also offer the following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, pnfe 111, after line 15, by inserting :

“ For furniture and furnishings, including awnings and sereens, and
other necessary articles for the proper r.-quT ment of the nurses’ home
authorized by the sundry eivil act approved March 4, 1911, $6,000.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman’s
attention to the fact that that provision is in the bill, and
that he is offering it aganin as an amendment to the provision.

Mr, CANNON. I compliment the gentleman on the fact that
the provision is in the bill. The gentleman has my cordial ap-
proval for having inserted it in the bill. I withdraw the
amendment, and offer another amendment., I am glad to have
an opportunity to commend my friend from New York touching
this item.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn, and the
Clerk will report the new amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. CANKoON].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 111, after line 15, by Inserting :

“ For the purchase of an electric ambulance, $3,500.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order against that.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. CANNON. Upon what ground?

It is not authorized. There is no

The question is on the adoption of the

Mr. FITZGERALD.
authority to purchase it.

Mr. CANNON. The Government owns this hospital, does it
not? The Government owning the hospital, does the gentle-
man say that this provision for an-ambulance that is necessary
is subject to a point of order? I sask the gentleman that
question.

Mr, HAY.
already ruled.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled, but we will hear the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. Does not the Chair understand
that this ambulance is necessary for the moving of patients
and necessary to carry on this hospital? Does the Chair hold
that it requires a special act of Congress providing “ Be it en-
acted, ctc., That there shall be appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, so much for the
purchase of an ambulance ”?

Mr., FITZGERALD. I withdraw the point of order, Mr,
Chairman, and am willing to have a vote on the item.

Mr. CANNON. The point of order is not well taken.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the Chair held.that it was. The
gentleman is not the ezar now that he used to be.

Mr. CANNON. No; I am nof the czar, but I am a Member
of the House, and I challenge the decision.

Mr, FITZGERALD. The gentleman need not criticize the
decision of the Chair. The gentleman can move an appeal.

Mr. CANNON. I would move an appeal from the decision
og th; Chair, but I notice the gentleman withdraws the point
of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I withdraw the point of order. We do
not want to have a controversy in the matter.

Mr. CANNON. I do not think you want to establish a prece-
dent of that kind.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We will, if it is necessary.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the point of
order has been made against automobiles and automobile am-
bulances, and things like that, a great many times in the House,
and every time that the question has been raised the point has
always been sustained. The point of order has again been sus-
tained. By unanimous consent, and by unanimous consent only,
will the status be changed.

Mr. MANN. If the Chair will permit, I wish to say a word.
The Chair has made that statemenf. The point of purchasing
an ambulance was directly ruled upon in the Army appropria-
tion bill a few years ago, when it was held that it was in order
to provide for the purchase of an ambulance or an automobile,
there being authority for a conveyance.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not certain that there is authority
for a conveyance,

The CHAIRMAN. Is objection heard to the request of the
gentleman from New York that the point of order he withdrawn?
No objection is heard, and the point of order is withdrawn. The
question is on agreeing to the amendment.

Mr. CANNON. The necessity for this amendment, Mr. Chair-
man, is fully explained in the bearings. I shall not take time
to read them. It is absolutely useless to do it, but I will take
five minutes of time to speak of the work of this hospital.

Patlents admitted to the hospital are classed under two heads—
United States and District of Columbla. Those from the District of
Columbia are received under a contract with the Board of Charities at
the following rates: Adults, $§1.10; children, 65 cents; and babies, 40
cents per day.

At the close of the preceding year there remalned 154 patients—87
from the District of Columbia and 67 from ‘the States. Two thousand
fonr hundred and nlnetr-eith were received durln2g the year, and 248
births oceurred in the hospital, making a total of 2,000 indoor patients
treated, as against 2,869 the previous year. Of those under care, 1,882
were residents of the District of Columbia and 1,018 were from the
States. Two thousand seven hundred and twenty-four were discharged
during the year, their conditlons belng as follows: Recovered, 1,416;:

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair has

improved, ©19; unimproved, 138; not treated, 17; died, 234; leaving
176 in the hospital July 1, 1911, of which number 100 were from the
District and 76 from the States,

The mortality for the year from all causes was 8+ per cent. De-
ducting the 13 premature births and the 57 moribund cases, the per-
centage of deaths is found to be 5.6+, a very low death rate for a Kﬁs.
pital of this character.

In the surgical divislon 1,767 operations were performed, or 283
more than during the previous year.

OUTDOOE DEPARTMENT.

In this department 4,839 were treated—an Increase of 292 over
last year—as follows :

Medical, 1,258 ; sunilcal. 351 ; nervous, 192 ; eye, 554 ; ear, nose, and
throat, 437; pediatrics, 344; necology, 482 dermntoiogy, 314 ;
genito-urinary, T78; tubercular, 91; ort olpedic, 38. The number of
visits to this department was 5,6387. Twelve thousand seven hundred

and twelye Prmrlptions were compounded and 983 emergency cases
were received.

And then follows a list of the cases which have been treated.
Now, I want to say that I have some familiarity with the
working of the hospitals here in the District of Columbia, and
with one-third of the population, substantially, colored, and this
being the only hospital that is practically open to them whereas
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we have for other people the Providence Hospital, the Garfield
Hospital, the Columbia Hospital, the Homeopathic Hospital,
the Eye and Ear Hospital, and others not mentioned, and yet
here is one-third of the population that is dependent on this one
hospital, and from the very best investigation I have been able
to make this is the greatest hospital of the District in the
treatment of numbers and care for these perhaps who most
need care. I believe that this ambulance ought to be given.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if an ambulance was
needed at the Freedmen's Hospital, I should favor an electric
ambulance. The hospital has an ambulance which the Govern-
ment purchased five years ago. If is in perfect condition. Dr.
Warfield =said that perhaps an electric ambulance could be
maintained more cheaply. Every heospital in this city, so far as
I am aware, has accommodations for colored people. I know
that Providence Hospital, the Garfield Hospital, and the Co-
lumbia Hospital take colored people, and the Emergency Hos-
pital also takes colored people. There is no necessity for the
ambulance. It is true that Dr. Warfield says that he believes
that it wonld be chéaper to have an electric ambulance than the
one purchased five years ago; that it would cost less to main-
tain it. When the time comes, if there is a necessity for a new
ambulance I should favor an electric ambulance. There is but
one electric ambulance in the city, and that was donated by
some people who were very much interested in it. All the
other ambulances are drawn by horses. I see no necessity why
an electric ambulance should be purchased for this hospital at
this time to replace one that is perfectly satisfactory merely
Eecause it might be a little more economical to maintain at this

me.

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. BOWMAN. I see by the hearings, in part 2, page 422,
that the doctor considers that it is necessary that the hospital
should have an electric ambulance.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not read the testimony that way.
The statement was made that they had calls from all parts of
the District, but that is ignoring the fact that, for instance,
within a short distance from the Capitol is the Providence
Hospital, and there is no necessity for sending an ambulance
out to the Freedmen’s Hospital for somebody who needs an
ambulance in the vicinity of the Providence Hospital. I know
more about that institution than I do about some of the others,
becanse I have been there more times. That is true of a1l the
hospitals in the eity. But when an ambulance is sent for, the
question is not asked whether it is for white or colored; the
ambulance goes and takes care of the person in need of treat-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yiald?

Mp. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. Can the gentleman state how old the present
ambulance is? .

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was purchased five years ago, ac-
cording to Dr. Warfield.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 thought possibly it might be worn out.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The only reason given Is that they
thought perhaps it would be more economical to maintain an
electric ambulance in the District.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 111, after line 15, by inserting:

“ For the installation of an ice plant, §4,000."

Mr. FITZGERATLD. Mr. Chairman, the reason that the eom-
mittee did not recommend the installation of an ice plant is that
the Government has installed an ice plant for the Department
of the Interior, and the Department of the Interior sells ice to
this institution, and economies in that way result to the Gov-
ernment. There is no necessity for multiplying ice plants in
every institution.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the hearings
show that this appropriation ought to be made.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
meant offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 111, after line 13, by inserting:

“ For the installation of an ash conveyor at the I'reedmen’s Hospital
and Howard University power, heating, and lighting plant, $3, il

Mr. CANXNON. Mr. Chairman, the hearings show that that

item ought to be agreed to.

The CHATRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.
= The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Choirman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 111, after line 15, by inserting:

“For labor and material for construction of a suitable fence Inclos-
ing hospital grounds, $12,000.”

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the hearings show that the
fence is needed and ought to be constructed.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 111, after line 15, by inserting:

“For the construction of a pathological huﬁdmg. $25,000."

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the hearings show the neces-
sity and the propriety for this appropriation,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

In all, $64,040,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask now to return to
page 108 for the purpose of offering an amendment after line 12
on that page.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph
which has not been agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the analyzing and testing of the coals, lignites, ores, and other
?11:?5”5‘{}5“1 substances belonging to or for the use of the United Htates,

Mr, FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, there is an amendment pend-
(ilng to that paragraph which I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered
by the gentleman from lllineis will be withdrawn.

There was no objeetion.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 103, in line 12, after the word “ States,” insert * including
personal services in the Burean of Mines, at Washington, D. C., not in
excess of the nnumber and total compensation of those so employed dur-
ing the fiscal year 1912."

The CHATIRMAN., The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit-
tee do now rise and report the bill with amendments to the
House with a recommendation that the amendments be agreed
to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and thie Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Jouxsox of Kentucky, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Uniomn, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill
H. R. 25069, and had directed him to report the same back to
the House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation
that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and amendments to final passage.

Mr. MANN. Before that is done 1 desire to state that I
would like some fime on one of the amendments.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much time does the gentleman
want?

Mr. MANN. Fifteen or 20 minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to demand a separate
vote on one of the amendments,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that the gentleman
wait until the other matter is disposed of.

Mr. MTANN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it the gentleman
from New York withholds his motion for the previous guestion
for the present.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, a parlianmentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. Is now the proper time to demand a separate
vote upon any amendment?

The SPEAKER. Any time before the vote is taken.
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Mr. MANN. Let us dispose of the other amendments, then.
I desire to have a separate vote on the Beall amendment and the
gentleman from Mississippl desires a vote on the amendment
of the gentleman from New York. -

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the vote be taken on all amendments except the
amendment to appropriate for the enlargement of the Capitol
Grounds, the so-called Beall amendment, which limits the ex-
penditure of certain appropriations in the Department of Jus-
tice, and the amendment on page 122, which substituted the
woril “including " for the word “ for,” in line 2.

The SPEAKER. With the exception of the three amendments
named by the gentleman from New York, unless some other
gentleman demands a separate vote on some other amendment,
the Chair will put the guestion on the other amendments in
Eross.

The question is on agreeing to the amendmenis except the
three named by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized
for one hour.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentieman from Ilinois [Mr, Maxxw].

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the so-called Beall amendment
provides, among other things, that ne part of the appropriations
carried in the bill shall be used for the payment of any salary,
fee, compensation, or allowance in any form whatever to any
person who within two years next preceding the date of his
appcintment, designation, or employment hpns held any other
office, place, position, or appointment under the United States
or any department thereof.

A Member of the House handed me a lefter the other day
relating to this amendment, written by a gentleman now con-
nected with the Department of Justice. In it he says:

Juxe 18, 1012,

The amendment to the sundry clvil bill relative to payment from
antitrust appropriation to special assistants to the Attorney General
who ha a Government place within two years of cmployment as

ho had held G t pla ithin t i 1
gpecial hits me by accident. I held a statntory place and received
mry present appeintment by way of promotion—on the same work and
of o permanent nature. I am in the middie of four cases, all of which
I hoped to try thias year. It wonld take a mew man a year to know
them at all, since theres are some thonsands (six) pages of testimony
E?:g;\t- to present to United States district courts in four different

fota,
Sincerely, <
I have here a letter from the Attorney General upon the
subject, which I will read:
E DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICR,

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D). C., June 18, 1913,

Hon. James R. MaNN,
House of Representatives,

Dea Mg, Maxx : I have looked further into the question of the effact
of the Beall amendment to the sundry civil bill (CONGRESSIONAL
REeconp, p. 8782), adopted on Saturday last while the House was in
Committee of the Whole. The more closely I study [t the more dis-
astrous its effect appears to be. It prohibits the expenditure of any of
the eppropriations deseribed in the amendment for the payment of any
galary, fee, compensation, or allowance in any form whatever, first, to
any person who helds any other office, place, position, or appointment
under the United Btates Government or any department thereof; and,
gecond, to any person who within two years next grccedlng the date of
hizs appointment, designation, or employment has held any other office,
place. position, or appointment under the United States Government or
any department thereof,

aking the latter C{bwhthitlon first, the provision would disqualify 50
gpecial agents, 5 special examiners, and 10 special bank accountants now
employed in the Buoreau of Investigation, whose compensation is pald
from the apprepriation for the “ detection and prosecution of crimes,”
all of whom were transferred to their present positions from some other
gervice in the Government. It would also oust the ial commissioner
in charge of, and three of hls princlpal assistants in, the prosecutions
of viclations of the white-slave act, which we have been organizing to
carry on more effectunlly during the ensuing year, and to aid in wﬁich
the House has added $50,000 to this appropriation.

The Asslstant Attorney General in charge of customs cases and
seven attorneys, the chief clerk and four other clerks, who are paid
from the appropriation for the “ conduet of customs cases,” would have
to be dropped.

Seventeen lawyers, five clerks, and one messenger, paid from the
appropriation for the enforcement of antitrust laws wonld also have

to go.

’fhp attorney in charge of the prosecutions of ecustoms frauds in the
importation of sugar into I’hiladeiphia wounld be ousted.

Twe lawyers, employed and paid from the an}rrofzﬂntlon for “smults
go qut ?sgg conveyances of allotted land, Five Clvilized Tribes,” wonld

e dizplaced.

Thirty-two lawyers, paid from the appropriation for theedpagyment of
gpecial assistantis to the Atiorney General or to the Unit tates at-
torneys, to ald in special cases, wonld also be cut off.

Among the lawyers who would have to be summarily discharged on
July 1, under the provision under discussion, would be all the attor-
neys in charge of suit st the United States Steel Corporation
and cither all or substantially all of the attorneys in charge of the
prosecutions of—

The National Cash Register Co. (civil and t:r]minal} -

The United Shoe Machinery Co. (civil and eriminal) ;

The so-called Bath Tub Trust vil and eriminal) ;

The American Sugar Refining Co. ;

The International Harvester Co.; .

The coal-carrying roads in Ohlo and West Virginia;

The various lumber combinations (civil and eriminal) ; and

The varions steamship pools; all under the antitrust law.

The various land-fraud sults against the Pacific railroads, including
the Oregon and California lahd-grant suit and the Union Pacific oil-
land cases.

The Alaska coal-land-fraud cases.

The White Earth Indian fraunds.

The Alaska Bank cases,

Bo far as it affects the payments out of the appropriation * Misecel-
laneous expenses, United States courts,” under the language used the
department would apparently be unable to employ an expert witness,
an interpreter, or a stenographer in any case if he had within two
years previously sel the Government under any other appointment
or held any office, place, or position thereunder. It would exclude the
use of any bank examiner from the Treasury artment as an expert
{.: connection with pending cases for violation of the national banking

WSa.

It would seem that we would be unable to obtain the services of any
employces in other departments of the Government and pay them as
experts, and that they could only be subpenaed as ordinary witnesses
and paid from the appropriation “ Fees of witnesses, United States
courts,” and, of course, under those circumstances they could not be
expected to lprcpare themselves as experts to testify on the Govern-
ment's behalf.

The more carefully this amendment is studied the more deadly and
far-reaching appears to be its effect in utterly destroying the efficlent
conduct of the Government’s law business. am quite sure that the
proponent of the amendment could not have understood what he was
dof when he offered it on the floor, and that certainly a majority
of those who voted for it could mot have had the faintest idea of the
far-reaching effect which would be produced by it. 1 am,

Falthfully, yours,
GEo. W. WICKERSHAM,
Attorney General,

1 do not know swhether it is the purpose—I apprehend it was
not the purpose—of the amendment to abseclutely destroy the .
activities of the Government in prosecutions under the -anti-
trust law in the customs-frauds cases and all other cases being
carried on by the Government, but under the provisions of the
amendment no fee, compensation, or allowance whatever can be
paid to anyone who has served the Government in any capacity
within two year's time.

1t was stated here the other day by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Cox] that a misstatement was made on the floor of this
House at one time by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxe-
worTH] in reference to the employment of Wade Ellis. T have
secured o statement in regard to that from the Aitorney Gen-
eral, which I will agk the Clerk to read in my time.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D. O., June 19, 1912,
Hon. JamMes R. MANE,
Houge of Representalives.

Duar Mn. MANXN : T notice in the CONGRESSIONAL Reconp of Tuesday,
June 18, some statements made AMr. Cox Ohio concerning the
employment of the Hon. Wade H. Ellis as special assistant under this
department and some reflections upon statements made by Mr. Loxe-
worTH in a discussion which took place In the House at about the
time of Mr. Ellis's resignation from the position of assistant to the
Attorney General in March, 1910. In the course of that discussion, which
is reported In the REcoRDp (pp. 32035 et seq.), Mr. LoNcGWoRTH stated that
Mr. Ellis had sent in his resignation to the Department of Justice on
March 1, that his successor was appointed March 14, and that Mr.
Ellis had not drawn a cent of salary since the day his resignation was
sent in, and he said:

“The fact is, I presume, Mr. Ellds has had rience in the trial
of these beef-trust cases and he for gome time will give the bepeflt of
his information to his suceessor, possibly; and I say my only state-
ment is that he is not and will not be pald ont of the funds of the
departmeat or any other department ™

. LONGWORTH’S statements were entirely aceurate. Mr, Ellls
handed me his resignation as assistant to the Attorney General on
March 1, 1910, to be accepted at my pleasure, with the understanding
that it should be accepted as soon as I could determine upon his sue-
Cessor, hat successor, Mr. (now Senator) Kexyox, was nominated
by the President fo the Senate on March 14, 1910. and confirmed AMarch
23. About the middle of March Mr. Ellis advised me that in view
of some criticism which had been made concerning the propriety of his
acting in a political capacity In Ohio and at the same time being a
salaried official of the Department of Justice, he had determined not to
accept any salary after March 1, the day when he handed me his resig-
nation. ihthe time of that resignation Mr. Ellis had been engaged in
the preparation for a ent in the Supreme Court of a very important
case, known as the Missourl River rate case, and as I found it impos-
sible to get anyone competent to prepare and argue that case within
the short time then remaining before it eame on for argument in the
Supreme Court, at my earnest solicitation Mr. Ellis accepted a special
appolniment to argue that case, and appeared in the Supreme Court on
April § and 6, 1910. and conducted the argument, having previously
prepared the brief. The decision of the court was rendered in favor of
the Government May 31, 1910 (218 T. 8., 88, 113).

About the 1st of September, 1910, Bolicitor General Bowers died very
suddenly, and it became necessary to retain counsel to argne a number
of cases In which the Government was interested which were on the
docket of the Bupreme Court at the term io begin a month later. I
therefore retained Mr. Ellis as counsel to {H'Epnre and argue, and he did
argue, in the Bupreme Court the cases of Muskrat v. United States (219
U. 8., 346) and Brown & Gritis v. United States (219 T. 8., 346), im-
Eort.snt cases Involving the constitutionality of legislation concerning

herokee Indian lands; the so-called Bouthern Pacific Terminal case
{‘2“%9 U. 8., 498), Involving the wvalidi

erstate mmerce Commission regar cha
com at Galveston, Tex. ;' the Bouthern Pacific lumber case (219
0. é.. 4y33]. involving the va.iidity of an important order of the Inter-
state Commerce Com n concerning rates of transportation of lum-

of important orders of the
es of the terminal
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ber; and the case of Marchie Tiger v. Western Investment Co. (221
11, 8., 286). which was twice argued in the Supreme Court, and which
involved difficult questlons regarding the rights of Indians of the Five
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory; in all of which cases, except
the Southern Pacific lumber case, the declsion of the court was in favor
of the Government.

During the same period of vacaney in the Office of Solicitor General
I retained Mr. Ellis as special counsel in the Commodities Clause cases
(lsjnlted States v. Lehigh Valley Railroad Co., 220 U. 8., 257), in which
the original Commodities Clause decision, reported in 213 United States,
3066, was very materially modified in favor of the Government. I also,
during the same period, employed Mr. Ellis in one other case, namely,
the prosecution particularly by the Government against the so-called
Electrical Trust, which resulted in the entry of a decree of injunction

th the acquiescence of the defendants October, 1911, granting
comprehensive relief against a combination which controlled the manu-
facture and sale of incandescent electric lamps.

Mr. Ellis has had no retainer under this department since August
last, and he iz not at present employed In any capacity. For his serv-
ices in the cases mentioned. which resulted in very great advantage to
the Government, he was pald com?ensatlon at an exceedingly moderate
rate, considerably less, I think it is safe to say, than would have been
charged by any counsel of equal capacity who had not been recently
connected with the law depariment of the Government.

IHowever, the point of this letter is simply that all of these appoint-
ments arose after Mr. LoNeworTH'S statement in the House referred
to above, and that they were not in contemplation at the time Mr.
Ellis resigned his position with the department.

EaIuplly; Jourk. GEO. W. WICKERSHAM,
i Attorney General.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the majority side of
the House, this amendment having been inserted from the floor
and not having been part of the bill as reported from the com-
mittee, may see its way to reject the amendment, which cer-
tainly, in the form in which it is, should not be passed

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there is no desire to inter-
fere with gentlemen who are now employed on any Government
case. I think everybody agrees there has been some abuse in
this matter, and I suggest to the gentleman that by inserting
after the word “or,” in the fourth line from the bottom of the
amendment

Mr. MANN. Between what two words?

Mr. FITZGERALD. “Or any department thereof or,” in-
sert these words: *to anyone appointed, designated, or em-
ployed hereafter who shall.”

Mr. MANN. 8o it would read——

Mr. FITZGERALD. 8o it would read, “or any department
thereof or to anyone appointed, designated, or employed here-
after who within two years,” and so forth. The first part of
the amendment prohibits the payment out of different appro-
priations for compensation to persons new in the Government
employ—that is, they can not pay some person now employed
on a case some special compensation—but this provision would
provide by making it hereafter.

Mr. MANN. Well, it would imply that, but it would not say
that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it does.

AMr. BURLESON. It ean be so framed.

Mr. MANN. It seems to me a mafter of this kind ought to
be permanently cared for.

Mr. FITZGERALD, There has been an abuse, and I think
it is indicated from the letter of the Attorney General himself,
~ and I believe the House should take some kind of step to put
a stop to it.

Mr. MANN. I do not see anything embraced in the letter
of the gentleman indicating that.

Mr. FITZGERALD, I know of an instance which occurred
just a few days ago. The Attorney General made two attempts
to increase the compensation of a head of one of the divisions
in his office. The compensation was at the rate of $3,500 a year
and Congress refused to do it. That gentleman occupying that
place appeared before the Committee on Appropriations and
made an appeal for an additional appropriation for the work
of his division and the day after he appeared and the inquiry
had been concluded the Attorney General transferred him from
the statutory roll at $3,500 a year to this lump-sum appropria-

tion at $6,000.

Mr. MANN. Well, perhaps the Attorney General wanted to
keep him.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a gross abuse and should not be
tolerated.

Mr. MANN. That depends.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It appears in the opinion of the Attorney
General the compensation of this man should be inecreased,
although Congress had on several cccasions declined to accede
to his request,

Mr, MANN. Congress declined to increase the salary of that
position, but that does not necessarily affect the compensation
that may be paid an individual in some other position.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But he is put in charge of the same work
that he was doing at the other compensation at not only $6,000
a year, but in addition he is granted §6 a day when absent

either from Baltimore or Washington, and as he could not be
in both places at the same time he will get $6 a day additional
for every day in the year.

Mr. MANN.» They have legislative committees in this House.
The committee presided over by the gentleman from Texas |Mr.
Bearr], who introduced this amendment, or the committee pre-
sided over by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]
would have jurisdiction of the matter. -

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman who offered the amend-
ment is chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the De-
partment of Justice.

Mr. MANN. I say he would have jurisdiction.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was the result of an investigation
which he made.

Mr. MANN. When you transferred the Burean of Investiga-
tion over here they took over a number of people who had been
formerly.employed under Wilkie in the Secret Service—a desir-
able and proper thing to do. It could not be done under this,
and it would affect those very people.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Under this amendment it provides who
shall hereafter be designated or employed. That removes tle
objection that is made by inserting those words.

Mr. MANN. If the-gentleman’s amendment does what le

‘thinks it will do. In the way he had it it does not seem to do so.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have changed it. I have transferred
the word “hereafter.,” Let me read it to the gentleman:

The department thereof or to anyone hereafter appointed, designated,
or employed who, in the two years next preceding.

Mr. MANN. Or to anyone hereafter. Put it down to that
time, at least, to anybody already appointed.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, it prevents any payment being
made to any person employed in the service.

Mr. MANN. Employed now. The pending amendment ap-
plies to anybody now in the service who, within two years of
his appointment—— r

Mr. FITZGERALD. The amendment is that no part of any
one or a number of appropriations.shall be used for the pay-
ment of any salary, fee, compensation, or allowance in any
form whatever to any person who holds any other office, place,
position, or appointment under the United States Government or
any department thereof, or to anyone hereafter appointed or em-
ployed, who, within two years next preceding the date—

Mr, MANN. Of course, if the gentleman inserts the word
“hereafter” there, it would not affect anyone now in the sery-
ice. But on the other merits of the proposition it is perfectly
patent that it is desirable to transfer people at times from other
bureaus or departments of the Government to the Bureau of
Investigation. It ig desirable at times to take people who have
been educated in that service and who go outside to get them
special employment,

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think so.
abuses. I will cite another one.

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the gentleman can cite many
cases,

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Secretary of the Treasury urged
very strongly that the compensation of special agents in the
Treasury Department be increased, and also wanfed the special
agents of the Treasury Department consolidated with the Secret
Service. Congress declined to consolidate them, but did in-
crease the compensation of the special agents; and he fixed the
compensation of the chief special agent at $4,500 a year.
And the Chief of the Secret Service was immediately desig-
nated as chief special agent in the Treasury Department and
designated as Acting Chief of the Secret Service, and the only
thing accomplished was to give him the benefit of the increased
compensation. There are many abuses that this would prevent,
I am quite confident.

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that if this be an
abuse, to increase the salary of an officer by paying him an
extra amount out of the lump-sum appropriation to which the
gentleman has referred, there is on the legislative bill an amend-
ment, inserted by the Senate, prohibiting that, which I have no
doubt will be agreed to in conference. That shows the neces-
sity of that.

Mr., FITZGERALD. I bave not geen that. This amendment
applies to certain specific appropriations in the Department of
Justice alone. I believe it ought to be adopted.

Mr. MANN, It will destroy the good effect of prosecuting
under these laws. That is all.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzcerarp] give me five minutes?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amend-
ment fo the amendment which appears on page 8249 of the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The SPEAKER. That is the one the gentleman spoke of?

I think there are

g —
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] to
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BrarLn].

The Clerk read as follows.

Amend by inserting, after the word *“or,” in line 13 of the amend-
ment as it appears on page 8240 of the Recomrp, the following: *To
anyone hereafter appoin&rd?e designated, or employed "——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be
no misunderstanding as to where that amendment comes in,
I will ask the Clerk to report that part of the amendment be-
ginning “or any department thereof” and continuing with
“or to anyone hereafter appointed, designated, and employed,”
the “or" being the second “or” on the fourth line from the
bottom.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr.- Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman [Mr. FirzeErarp] yield
to the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. GREEN of Ioewa. Has the amendment been reported,
Mr. Speaker? Will the gentleman give me some time?

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are several gentlemen who
wished to participate in the debate, but we wish to get the bill
finished. This is a very unusual proceeding to be discussed at
this time, and I do not think more time should be asked for, in
view of the liberality of treatment that has been shown.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have not spoken one minute on
this bill.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I regret I can not yield. I can not yleld
to the gentleman without also yielding to others.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz-

GERALD] declines to yleld. The Clerk will report that part of
the amendment which will centain the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York, if it is agreed to, so that the
House can get the sense of it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by Inserting, after the word ‘“or,” in line 13 of the amend-
ment as it appears on page 8249 of the REcorD, the fol!owin% » " To any-
one hereafter appointed, designated, or empl " so that it will read,
% position, or appointment under the United States Government, or any
department thereof, or to anyone hereafter appointed, designated, or
employed, or who within two years next preceding "——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Sirike out the “or ™ before “ who.” It
ghould be *appointed, designated, or employed who,” and so
forth.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the whole thing over,
so that there will not be any mistake about it. The Clerk will
read the limes that will include the words offered by the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcerarn], if they are ever put
in, so that we can see how it reads.

The Clerk read as follows:

To any person who holds any other office, place, position, or appoint-

ment under the United States Government, or any department thereof,
or to anyone hereafter appointed, designated, or employed who within
two years next preceding the date of his appointment, designation, or
em&ioymnt has held any other office, place, position, or appointment
under the United States Government or any department thereof.
, The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing fo the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Xew York [Mr. FirzeeraLD]
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
BeaLL].

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BearL]
as amended by the amendment offered by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD].

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
“noes” seemed to have it

Mr, MANN. I ask for a division, Mr. Speaker,

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 31, noes 23.

So the amendment of Mr., Brarn of Texas as amended was
agreed fo.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, on page 122, line 2, by striking out the word “ for" and in-
gerting the word “ including * in place thereof.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and the remaining amendment to its final
passage.

The question was taken, and the previous question was
ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the remaining amend-
ment. -

The Clerk read as follows:
Page. 92, after line 20, insert :
* Enlarging the €aplitol Grounds: To continue the acquisition of the
land described in the sundry civil npﬁggpristlon act, approved June 25,
1910, and as authorized and preseri in said act, for enlarging the
Capitol Grounds, $500,000.”

T]:tl'ae SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The guestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Frrzeerarp) there were—ayes 43, noes 21.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I want a yea-and-nay vote on
this proposition. I do not want to be compelled to make a
point of ne quorum, but I am willing that this matter shall go
over until we can get a quorum without difficulty.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is a well-known fact
that there will be no quorum in this House until after the 1st
of July. It is important that the members of the committee
controlling this bill at the other end of the Capitol shall get it
immediately in order to get to work on it. The gentleman from
Mississippi knows the situation as well as anybody.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will allow me the suggestion,
I desired to offer a motion to recommit and have a roll eall
We also desired to have a roll eall on several amendments
agreed to in this bill. We have not done that becanse of the
situation in the House, and it seems to me that the gentleman
from DMississippli ought not to precipitate .a situation which
would prevent the speedy passage of the bill.

Mr. SISSQN. Mr, Speaker, I am very much opposed, as was
evidenced by the fight in the Committee of the Whole——-

Mr. MANN. -We are quite willing to admit that the gentle-
man made a good fight. . =

Mr. SISSON. I do not think that appropriation bills onght
ever to be passed without a guorum being present. But the
situation is a very peculiar one, due to the fact that there are
two great conventions, one now in session, and the other to be
in session next week. In view of that situation I shall not ask
for a roll call, although I really believe that I ought to do it.

The SPEAKER. The ayes are 43 and the noes are 21, and
the amendment is agreed to. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the amended bill.

The amended bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Frrzserarp, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. McMogrraw, by unanimous consent, was given leave of
absence for two weeks on account of illness in his family.

BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR.

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, which
is the eall of bills on the Private Calendar in their order.

Mr. GARNER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. When these bills are called will any cbjec-
tion under the request for unanimous consent earry the bill
over; that is, it will not be considered?

The SPEAKER. That is as the Chair understands it.

Mr. GARNER. Now, as these bills are called on the regular
calendar it would facilitate matters if thoge in charge of the
bills would ask unanimous consent to consider them in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MANN. I will ask unanimous consent that in the eall
of the Private Calendar bills not objected to shall be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SIMS. Before that is put, Mr. Speaker, I am not asking
for eonsideration under the special order. :

The SPEAKER. But there was an agreement on June 14
which the Chair will state. The Recorp says:

The SpearER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chalr hears
none, and it is so ordered. Now, the Chair will state it so there can
not be any mistake on the part of Members. The reqg is, next week
after this sundry clvil bil g:ta through the House, except Monday and
Wednesday, and allowing the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RossELL
a day for pensions, then any bill on the Private Calendar not ob,
to shall be considered. g

Mr. BIMS. I misunderstood the order, if it was intended to
deprive committees of their regular days. I thought it was to
make private claims in order on days upon which they would
otherwise not be in order.

The SPEAKER. That is what it does.

Mr. SIMS. Then to-day war claims are in order.

The SPEAKER. That is true; but it seems to the Chair
this order agreed to by the House supersedes and takes prece-
dence over that. It swept everything out, except Mondays



8438

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JuNe 21,

and Wednesdays, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rus-
sELL] for the consideration of pensions.

Mr. SIMS. I certainly never would have agreed to it if I
knew that.

The SPEAKER. Of course, that is neither here nor there.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee was
here when the request was agreed to. The request made by the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RusseLr] would have struck
Friday out if I had not asked that an exception of Friday be
made,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee will gain
by this order. He may lose this piece of the evening which is
before us, but private bills are in order now every day except
Monday and Wednesday and the day that the gentleman from
Missouri will have.

Mr. SIMS. I know, but they will only be taken up in their
order, and it will be impossible to reach bills from the War
Claims Committee.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when bills are called upon the Private Calendar in their regular
order, those to which no objection is made shall be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimousg
consent that when bills on the Private Calendar are called in
their order those to which no objection is made shall be con-
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole House. 1Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none and
it is so ordered. -

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp upon the sundry civil appropria-
tion bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

WARE CLAIMS,

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that some
other Friday be given to the consideration of war claims. I am
quite serious in my statement that I did not know that this
order was to displace the preference that we would have on
this day.

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman?

Mr. SIMS. That a day be set aside for the consideration of
private bills coming from the Committee on War Claims.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman designate any day?

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, so that we may progress with the
matter before the House, I shall object.

Mr. SIMS. I .shall ask that to-morrow, Saturday, be set
aside for that purpose.

Mr. MANN. That is already set aside for the consideration
of pensions.

BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of bills
on the Private Calendar.

SHEPLER W. FITZGERALD AND ALDEN G. STRONG.

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
5046) to authorize the appointment of Shepler Ward FitzGerald
and Alden George Strong to the grade of second lieutenant in
the Army.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-
ized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint
Bhenler Ward FitzGerald and Alden George Strong to the grade of sec-
ond lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps, United States Army, with
lineal rank in accordance with their respective ratings at the com-

titive examination held under the law %e)? the War Department in

ptember, 1911

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. James). Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill reported for the relief
of these two young men, who received appointments as second
licutenants in the Army, stood the examination, but before
they could be confirmed by the Senate they had reached the age
beyond which second lieutenants of the Army can not be given
their appointments. This bill simply permits the President to
again send their names to the Senate to be confirmed. I do not
think there can be any objection to the bill.

Mr. BARTLETT. This simply authorizes him to do that. It
does not require him to do it?

Mpr. IIAY. The bill authorizes him to do it

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill. ;

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

HENRY HARRISON HALL,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
20721) to authorize the President to reappoint Henry Harrison
Hall as second lieutenant in the Army.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

¥ HEIRS OF MYRA CLARK GAINES.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
17501) for the relief of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, de-
ceased.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

DANIEL W. ABBOTT.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
12375) anthorizing Daniel W. Abbott to make homestead entry.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That Daniel W. Abbott be, and he is hereby, em-
powered to make entry of and acquire title to the south half of the
southeast quarter and the south half of the southwest quarter of sec-
tion 6 in township 10 south, range 28 east, Boise meridian, under the
general provisions of the homestead laws of thé United States, notwith-
standing he may have heretofore exhausted his right to make cntry
under said laws, and he shall be given credit, under any entry made by
him under this act, for the full period of such actual residence as he
may have maintained on said land or on land embraced In the legal
snbdivision of land adjoining said land prior to the time he makes
cntry under this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I de-
sire to ask if this is a Senate bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore., This is a House bill.

Mr. SIMS. I see that the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
Frexcn] reported the bill. Is the gentleman present?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Idaho is not present. This
bill validates a homestead enfry which a man would have in
any event, except that he located his house a few rods over onto
land that he did not take up.

Myr. SIMS. Will there be any contest upon the matter?

Mr. MANN. No; I think not. I think the bill would have
been passed before this time if the gentleman had not reserved
the right to object.

Mr. SIMS. I wanted to find out whether there was to be
any controversy. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pausge.] The Chair hears no objection. The question is on the
engrossment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. SIMS. Is the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou]
present?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen-
tleman from Tennessee rise?

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the next bill is from the Committee
on Claims, and by an agreement heretofore made with the
chairman of the Committee on Claims, the war claims bills have
had two days and he has had two for bills from his committee,
and by agreement the Committee on War Claims was to have
the next day, and I want to ask if he will not agree that the
bills reported here from the Committee on Claims may be passed
over until after the bills reported from the Committee on War
Olaims are first considered?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would not have any jurisdiction
to consent to that.

Mr. HAY. These are individual bills.

Mr. SIMS. I did not want to object, but it wiil take a lot of
time, and they will have had three days to our one.

Mr. POU. 1 will be very glad to make any arrangement to
suit my friend from Tennessee; but under this order every-
thing has been swept aside and I do not believe I would have
any right to make any such agreement.

Mr. SIMS. The House, by unanimous consent, can, but I
thllllmt submit the request unless the gentleman is ready to
yield.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. MANN. What is the request?

Mr. SIMS. My request is that on the call of this calendar
that bills reported from the Committee on Claims be not called
uutIlebil]s reported from the Committee on War Claims are
called.

Mr. MANN. Well, we will never get to the Committee on
War Claims that way. They will have to wait the call of all

{
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bills reported from other committees first, and therefore I
object. R

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill on the Private Calendar.

SBNARE & TRIEST CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 8.
2512, an act for the relief of the Snare & Triest Co.
The bill was read.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?
Mr. MANN. I object.
CHARLEY CLARK.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10784) for the relief of Charley Clark, a homestead
settler on certain lands therein deseribed.

The bill was read.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not know who has charge of
this.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. SteexersoN asked me to look after it.

Mr. MANN. There is a Senate bill (No. 6153), and I under-
stand the gentleman desires to have the Senate bill substituted
for the House bill. I do not know whether the Senate engrossed
bill is over here or not. :

Mr. MILLER. I presume it is in the hands of the com-
mittee.

Mz. MANN. The House could not do that unless it had the
engrossed copy here, and there is mo use in passing this bill.
I ask to pass it over temporarily without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
asks unanimous consent to pass the bill without prejudice. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

CAPT. HAROLD L. JACKSON,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
19788) to restore Capt. Harold L. Jackson, retired, to the active
list of the Army.

The bill was read. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

LLOYD L. R. KREBS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
7142) authorizing the President to nominate and, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Lloyd L. R.
. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of the United States
Army, a major in the Medical Corps on the retired list, and
increasing the retired list by one for the purposes of this act.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the SBenate,
to aEPolnt Lloyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of
the United States Army, to be a major of the Medical Corps on the
retired list of the Army. And the retired list is hereby increased by
ona for the purposes of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman reserve his objection?

Mr. MANN. I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Illinois
will not object to this bill. It is one of the most pitiful cases
that I have ever known. This is a case of a surgeon in the
Army who was ordered here under the rules and regulations
for an examination for his promotion. When he went before
this examining board he was suffering with tuberculosis, and
the board recommended him to be retired from the Army. The
recommendation was overruled by the War Department and
he was ordered again before the board for examination, notwith-
standing the fact that he was suffering with tuberculosis. As
a consequence of his physical condition he failed on examina-
tion and, under the law, was put out of the Army and was
refused the privilege of being put on the retired list. 'This
man is in a dying condition from tuberculosis. Personally, I
have no interest whatever in the case; these people live in Cali-
fornia. But I happen to be familiar with all the facts in the
casc and I believe that a gross injustice was done this man.
This bill is recommended by the War Department and is par-
ticularly recommended by the Surgeon General, and I hope the
gentleman from Illinois will not interpose an objection to the
bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is a tribute to the large heurt
of the gentleman. I have examined the papers in this case very
car#fully and am liable to make an error of judgment. I do
not believe the bill ought to pass, but I would like to discuss
it some time when it comes up. It is not practicable to do that
to-day. This bill is early on the ealendar and will undoubtedly

be on the calendar on a Friday before long. Therefore I feel
compelled to object now.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from further
consideration of the Senate bill (No. 1337) to the same purpose,
and that it be placed upon the House Calendar in lieu of the
House bill. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. It can not be done in that way.

Mr. HAY, Why not?

Mr. MANN. The bill is not up for consideration. The com-
mittee can report—— .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to
the consideration of the bill?

Mr, MANN. I would not have objected if they were going
to consider it and substitute the Senate bill.
bn’l}[’he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next

JAMES S. BAER,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
21652) for the relief of James S, Baer.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the

James 8. Baer, fate captain Company G, First Regiment Ma
unteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to

nsion laws

land Vol-

ave been
discharged honorably from the military service of the United States as
a member of said company and regiment on the 28th day of September,
:]?gi: {’rovided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of

act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill just read?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

CHARLEY CLARK.

Mr. MANN. A moment ago there was passed temporarily,
without prejudice, the bill H. R. 10784.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read the title, as follows:

An act (H. R. 10784) for the relief of Charley Clark, a homestead
settler on certain lands therein described.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
Clerk may read a similar Senate bill, in order to see whether
objection shall be made to substituting that for the House bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
Senate bill

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 6153) for the rellef of Charley Clark, a homestead settler
on certain lands therein described.

Be it enacted, etc., That the homestead entry of Charley Clark for
the west half of the northeast quarter of section 31, in township 153
north, range 40, in the Crookston land distriet, Minnesota, under the act
approved February 20, 1904, egtitleﬂ “An act to authorize the sale of
a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation in the
State of Minnesota,” upon which final proof and payment was made,
but which was held for cancellation by the Secretary of the Interior
for want of qualification to make the same, be, and the same is hereby,
allowed and permitted to remalin of record as of the date of sald entry,
andd that patent shall issue in the name of said Charley Clark for sald
land. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the Senate bill as a substitute for the House bill?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was read a third time and passed.
HEIES OF JAMES S. ROLLINS.

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
18904) to perfect the title of the heirs of James 8. Rollins, de-
ceased, to bounty-land warrant No. 58479, issued to Georgs.
Hickum, teamster, United States Quartermaster’s Department,
War with Mexico.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Becretary of the Interior be authorized
and directed to recognize the heirs of James 8. Rollins, deceased, of
Columbla, Mo., as the lawful owners of land warrant No, 58479, issued
on Mareh 11, 1857, to George Hickum, teamster, United States Quarter-
master Department, War with Mexico; and that he instruct the Com-
missioner of the General Land Office to permit said helrs to use said
land warrant in such manner as they see fit, In accordance with law
and the rules and regulations of the General Land Office.

Also the following House amendments were read:,

Page 1, lines 3 and 4, insert after the word * Interior ™ the following :
“and the Commissioner of the General Land Office.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows:

Amend, page 2, by striking out lines 2, 3, 4, §, and 6, after the word
* Mexlco.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered fo be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.
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OTTO NEUMANN SVERDRUP.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Senate
joint resolution 69, authorizing the licensing and employment
of Otto Nenmann Sverdrup as master of vessels of the United
States.

The Clerk read the joint resclution, as follows:

Whereas Otto Neumann Sverdrup, a subject of the King of Norway,
who has rendered great service to sciemce as a navigator and ex-
plorer, has lately Lecome a resident and declared his intention to
become a citizen of the United States, and desires to obtain the privi-
lege of serving as master of vessels of the United States before his
naturalization as a ecltizen ean be procured under existing law : Now
therefore be it

Resolved, ete., That the right and privilege to be licensed and to serve
as master of vessels of the United States, conferred by law upon citizens
of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, given and granted
to #aid Otto Neamann Sverdrup. '

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the joint resolution?

There was no objection.

The joint resolution was passed.

BARKLEY 8. DENISON,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
11627) to correct the military record of Barkley 8. Denison.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The genfleman from Illinois
objects.

Is there objection?

MATHEW T. FULLER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16003) for the relief of Matthew T. Fuller.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

e it enacted, ete., That In the administration of pension laws,
Mathew T. Fuller shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
absent with proper authority and in the line of duty as a soldier at
the time of Eis capture by the enemy while serving as a member of
Company D, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

HEIRS OF BENJAMIN 8. ROBERTS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
4125) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin S. Rloberts.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

HEIES OF ROBERT 8. GILL.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2127) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 8. Gill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

EBe it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he_ is
hereby, anthorized and directed to pay to the heirs of Robert 8. Gill, of
Memphis, Tenn., out of g.:hy funds in the Treasury of the United States
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of £2,520, to compensate them for
injuries received by Robert 8. Gill while in the employ of the Gov-
ernment on the Panama Canal,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
gideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The question is on the third reading of the Senate bill.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read

_ the third time, and passed.

AMERICAN SURETY CO. OF NEW YORK.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the biil
(8. 8460) for the relief of the American Surety Co. of New
York.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Bte it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ia
hereby, authorized and dirceted to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise a%pmpriated. to the American Buorety Co. of New
York the sum of $115.51, as relmbursement in full of a payment made
by the American Surety Co. of New York, as surety on the bond of
John W. Coltrane, a rallway postal clerk, to cover the sum embezzled
by him, said payment having been made to the Postmaster General and
coverrd into the Treasury of the United States without knowledge of
the fact that a like sum to cover the same embezzlement had already
been pald by said John W. Coltrane to the clerk of the United States
District Court for the Kastern Division of North Carolina and turned
into the Treasury of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

DOUGLAS B. THOMPSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 2601) for the relief of Douglas B. Thompson.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Tre is hereb
authorized and directed to pay, ont of any money in t§3“r agnryerga{
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,500 to Douglas B, Thompson, late
an employee in the service of the Isthmian C&Itl'ﬁ Commission, for the
loss of a leg and consequent physical disability Incident to said service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

REIMBURSEMENT TO CERTAIN FIRE INSURANCE COMPANIES.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill T8.
25819) to reimburse ecertain fire insurance companies the
amounts paid by them for property destroyed by fire in sup-
pressing the bubonic plague in the Territory of Hawail in the
years 1899 and 1800.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

CORVEYANCE OF REAL ESTATE IN JONESVILLE, MICH.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. . 16191) to convey certain real estate in the village of
Jonesville, Hillsdale County, Mich.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Solicitor of the Treasury is authorized
and empowered, vpon the pn{mout of the sum of $£10, to convey the
nr?nrent interest of the United States in lot 21 of Olds plat of the
village of Jomesville. in township 6 south, range 3 west, in Hillsdale
County. Mich.,, to Milo D. Bacon for the purpose of eompleting the
title of sald Bacon to sald property, and that the United States incur
no expense or liability whateyver In consequence of such conveyance, it
being understood that the solicitor is to convey said land in the nature
of a quitclaim deed to sald Milo D. Bacon, without guaranty or war-
ranty of any nature or kind whatsoever.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the
committee amendment.

The Clerk read the commitfee amendment, as follows:

Amend, page 1, line 4, by inserting after the word * empowered " the
words “ upon the payment of the sum of $10.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

JAMES W. CHRISMAN.

The next business on the DIrivate Calendar was the bill
(8. 5198) to authorize the issuance of patent to James W.
Chrisman for the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter,
the southeast quarter, and the southeast quarter of the south-
west quarter of section 13, and the north half of the northenst
quarter of section 24, township 29 north, range 113 west of the
sixth principal meridian.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: -

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au-
thorized and directed to cause to be issned to James W. Chrisman a
patent for the southeast quarter of the northeast guarter, the south-
east Tmrter. and the southeast guarter of the sonthwest quarter of see-
tion 12, and the north half of the northeast quarter of sectlon 24, all
in township 29 north, range 113 west of the sixth prineipal meridian.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the

third time, and passed. 1
GEORGE A. ARMES.

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. I.
11397) authorizing the appointment of Maj. George A. Armes,
United States Army, retired, fo the rank and grade of major
general on the retired list of the Army.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

FIFTH-THIRD NATIONAL BANK OF CINCINNATI, OHIO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill {H. R.
16518) for the relief of the Fifth-Third National Bank of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio.
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasu
hereI?', authorized and directed to issue a duplicate registered bond of
the per cent loan of 1908 to 1918, In favor of the Fifth-Third
National Bank of Cincinnati, Ohlo, in lieu of United States 3 per cent
registered bond, loan of 1908 to 1918, No. 37185, for $1,000 inseribed

e name of Jacob B. Elberfeld, alleged to have been lost or mis-
laid after having been assigned in blank, sold, and delivered to the
Fifth-Third National Bank of Cincinnati: Provided, That the said bank
shall first file in the Treas Department a bond in the penal sum of
double the amount of the missing bond, in such form and with such
sureties as may be acceptable to the Secretary of the Treasury, to in-
demnify the United States against loss on account of said original bond.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

was read the third time, and passed.
GUSTAV A. HESSELBERGER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15286) for the relief of Gustav A. Hesselberger.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

JOHN TREFFEISEN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
606) for the relief of John Treffeisen.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
think we ought to have some information about this bill; there
is nothing in the report.

Mr. MANN. There is not a word of information in the report.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think we ought to pass the bill with-
out some information. If there is no one here to explain it, I
shall object. Mr. Speaker, I do object. 5

JOHN K. WREN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
22039) for the relief of John K. Wren.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That in the administration of the pension laws
John K. Wren, who served in Company D, Sixty-sixth Regiment Ohlo
Volunteer Infantry, shall be held and considered to have been honor-
ably discharged from said company and regiment on the 18th day of
December, 1863.

With the following committee amendment :

I'age 1, line 8, amend by Inserting after the word * sixty-three"
the following proviso:

% Provided, That no rights or benefits under any law
to the sald John K. Wren prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

G. A. EMBREY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 183) for the relief of G. A. Embry.
The Clerk read the bill at length,
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Mr. MANN. I object.
CATHERINE RATCHFORD,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(S. 4050) for the relief of Catherine Ratchford.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
wonld like to ask whether this bill was referred to the War
Department or any report received from the department in
relation to this injury.

Mr. JACKSON. I had the report this morning, but I do not
remember. It is the bill of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
ANTHONY].

Mr. MANN. There is nothing in the report of the committee
and nothing in the Senate report further than is disclosed in
the bill. It seems to me that where we are paying for personal
injuries caused by some one in the Government gervice, it is
only fair that we should have a statement from them as to their
side of the case and as to the extent of the injuries.

Mr. JACKSON. This is a bill of the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. AnTHONY], and he is absent just at this minute. I ask
to have it passed over without prejudice.

Mr. MANN. I will object, Mr. Speaker. That does not af-
fect the status of the bill any. -
LIGHTHOUSE TENDER “ MANZANITA.”

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 837) to reimburse the officers and crew of the lighthouse
tender Manzanita for personal-property losses sustained by
them on the foundering of that tender October 6, 19035.

shall acerue

be, and he is |

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and ke is
hereby, authorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of $1,642.55 to the officers and crew of the
lighthouse tender Manzanita for personal-property losses sustained b
them on the foundering of that tender on October 6, 1905, as set fort
in the letter of April 25, 1908, from the Department of Commerce and
Labor to the Treasury Department.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
reading of the Senate bill

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

J. H. SCHMIDT.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16720) avthorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay J. H.
Schmidt $75 damages for trespass of certain Indian school cat-
tle at Rainey Mountain Indian School in Oklahoma.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby au-
thorized to pay te J. H. Schmidt, out of any balances of ap mpriat[ons
for the support and civilization of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche
Indians, for the fiscal year 1911 or 1912, the sum of $75 in full com-

nsation for damage sustained by him through trespass of cattle be-
onging to the Rainey Mountain Indian School.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

HARNEY NATIONAL FOREST.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
21259) to allow an exchange of certain lands in the Harney
National Forest.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That upon the transfer by John L. Baird to the
United States of title to the east half of the southeast quarter, and
lot No. 1 in section 4, and lot No. 4 in section 3, all in township 1
gsouth, range 1 east, of Black Hills meridian, containing 155.96 acres,
situated in the Black Hills National Forest, the Secretary of the In-
terfor is anthorized, upon the agproval of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture, to issue a patent to salid John L. Baird for the lands covered by
the Keen Stone Placer mineral survey No. 1947, in Lawrence County,
4. Dak., containing 90.978 acres; and the lands thus transferred to the
Tnited States shall thereupon become a part of the Harney National

Forest,
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [Affer a
The question is on the engross-

pause.] The Chair hears none.
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the
next bill on the Private Calendar is a pension bill, which under
the order of to-day will be laid aside, as will other pension bills
that are upon this calendar,

DELAWARE TRANSPORTATION CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
22111) for the relief of the Delaware Transportation Co., owner
of the American steamer Dorothy.

The Clerk read the bill, as follws:

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the Delaware Transportation
Co., owner of the American steamer Dorothy, injured in ecollislon with
the T. B. steam collier Sterling in Chesa?eake Bay on December 8, 1911,
for and on account of the damage to said steamship Dorothy by reason
of sald collision, may be submltted to the United States Court for the
Eastern District of Virginia, the disirict in which said collision occurred,
under and in compliance with the rules of said court sitting as a court
of admiralty; and the sald court shall have jurisdiction to hear and
determine any suits brought and to enter a judgment or decree for the
amount of the damages sustained by reason of said collision, if any
shall be found to be due, against the United States, upon the same
prineiples and measure of lability, with costs as in like cases in ad-
miralty between private partles, and with the same rights of appeal.

SEc. 2. That notice of the suits shall be given to the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States and to the Secretary of the Navy, as may be
provided by the order of said court, and it shall be the duty of the
Attorney General to cause the United States attorney to appear for and
defend the United States.

SEc. 3. That should damages be found to be due the said Delaware
Transportation Co., as owner of said steamship Dorothy, the amount
of the final decree therefor shall be paid out of any money in the United
States Treasury not otherwlse appropriated: Provided, That said suit
shall be bronght and eommenced within four months from the date of
the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed. -

BARAH A. WAITE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
547) for the relief of Sarah A. Waite,

The question is on the third
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Barah A. Waite, widow of George B.
Waite, who at the time of his death was a first sergeant on the retired
list of the United States Army and a civilian employee in the Quarter-
master's Department of the United States Army, the sum of $1,050, as
full compensation for the death of said George B. Waite, resulting from
injurles received while in the arge of his duty as a teamster in the
employ of the post guartermastcr at Vancouver Barracks, State of
Washington, on the 3d day of December, 1907,

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

was read the third time, and passed.
JOHANNA S. STOECKLE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
4180) for the relief of Johanna 8. Stoeckle.

The Clerk read the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
consideration of this bill be passed without prejudice. The
reason is that a bill has passed this House which covers that
and all similar cases, and there will probably be no necessity for
passing this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ALBERT 8. HENDERER,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
4751) for the relief of Albert 8. Henderer.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay tg Albert 8. Herll‘rlrgror, 1::1‘: of eany
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,572.04
1o the east Fin shap United States nave secd, Wasbingon: popored

¢ east gun shop, Un na ard, t D. £,
the 11th day of August, 1903, Ghfki itz St Ay

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The guestion is on the third
reading of the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

ROBERT H. PECK.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 4509) to authorize the President of the United States
to appoint Robert H. Peck a captain in the Army.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate passed a similar bill
(8. 6636), which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs, and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on
Military Affairs be discharged from the further consideration
of the bill and that the Senate bill be considered.

Mr. MANN. Is the Senate bill here?

Mr. KAHN. There is a Senate bill exactly like it.

Mr. SULZER. As I understand it the bills are identical.

Mr. KAHN. Yes; they are identical. ;

Mr. MANN. XYou can not pass the Senate bill unless you
have the engrossed copy of the bill here. Is the engrossed copy
of the Senate bill on the Speaker’'s table?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not here.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this
bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ELIZA B, HAUSE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 1508) for the relief of the estate of Eliza B. Hause.

The Clerk read,the bill.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the same class of
bills that we have just passed over.

Alr. AINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. MANN. Ob, I think we better object to it.

Mr. AINEY. Tt is included in the ommnibus bill which has
passed the House.

Mr. MANN. I object.

PATRICK HOWE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
T7434) for the relief of Patrick Howe.

The Clerk read as follows:

He it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the nsion laws
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 8ol-
dlers, or any branch thereof, Patrick Howe shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military service

of the United States as a private in Company B, Fifty-ninth ent
New York Volunteer Infantry, on the 1st day of February, 1865: Pro-
vided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

HERMAN HAUPT.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. L&
20613) for the proper recognition of services rendered by Her-
man Haupt during the Civil War.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, MANN. Let the bill go over.

bj’l‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF THE ATTORNEY OF RECORD INVOLVING
CERTAIN INDIAN ALLOTMERTS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
§776) authorizing the Becretary of the Interior to adjust and
settle the claims of the attorney of record involving certain
Indian allotments, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, authorized to consider the clalm of the attorney of record in
the matter of the enrollment and allotment of lands to gil H., Willie
A., and Oscar R. Esterbrook, minor children of Frank Esterbrook, and
Pearl m{w A, Ray, J. Otis, and Dora Edith Williama. minor children
of C. O. Williams, enrolled members of the Cascade Band of Indians
and allotted on the Yakima Reservation in the Btate of Washington,
and to allow said sttorney such fee as he may consider reasonable and
just, and to pag the same out of any money standing to the eredit of
said minor children or which may hereafter hecome due them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

HAROLD HANCOOK TAINTOR.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
23034) to authorize the appointment of Harold Hancock Taintor
to the grade of second lieutenant in the Army.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-
ized, by and with the advice and comsent of the Senate, to appoint
Harold Hancock Taintor to the grade of second lieutenant in the United
States Army, with lineal rank in accordance with his rating at the
competitive examination held under the law by the War Department in
January, 1912,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, in
view of the fact that the Senate has passed a similar bill
(8. 7018), which has been referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, that that committee be discharged from the fur-
ther consideration of the bill and that the Senate bill be sub-
stituted for the House bill. I have an engrossed copy of the
Senate bill in my hand.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa re-
quests that an engrossed copy of the Senate bill be substituted
for a similar House bill. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Let us have the bill read.

The Senate bill was read.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was rend
the third time, and passed, and a similar House bill was laid
on the table. 3

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion fo reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

LIEUT. COL. CONSTANTINE MARRAST PERKINS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. RR.
0200) for the reinstatement of Lieut. Col. Constantine Marrast
Perkins to the active list of the Marine Corps.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. T object.

REFUNDING CERTAIN TONNAGE TAXES AND LIGHT DUES.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
2359) to refund certain tonnage taxes and light dues.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au-
Jhorized to refund, out of any money in the Treasury mnot otherwise
appropriated, the following amounis to the respective named companies,
assessed and collected under section 4225, Revised Statutes, which
amounts are hereby appropriated: Ninety-three dollars in the casc of
the American dredge Erie, without enroliment, npon the application of
the Duluth-Superior Dredging Co.: and $270 in the case of American
scows Nos. 1 and 2, American dredge Lincoln, and American derrick
scow No. 1, without enrollment, upon the application of ,the Duluth
Marine Contracting Co.

/
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

ERROR IN TREATY, CHOCTAW INDIANS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 5141) to correct an error in the record of the supplemental
treaty of September 28, 1830, made with the Choctaw Indians,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the reservation of section 8 and the west
half of section f!. in township 19 north, range 16 east, Choctaw meri-
dian, Mississippl, to Thomas Wall, and the sale thereof by him to
Anthony Winston, made on December 11, 1833, be, and the same are
hereby, approved, and the title thereto confirmed in the said Thomas
Wall and his vendee, the said Anthony Winston ; and the Commissioner
of the General Land Office is hereby authorized and directed to cause
the proper entries to be made upon the land records of the land office at
Jackson, Miss., and of the General Land Office, showing that said land
was reserved to the said Thomas Wall.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A. W. TORESON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. .
22457) for the relief of A. W. Toreson, son and heir of Anna M.
Toreson, deceased.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacled, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to restore to public entry the following

of land situate in Modoc County, Susanville land district, in the
tate of California, to wit:

The south half of the southwest guarter, the northeast %narter of the
southiwest quarter, and the northwest guarter of the southeast guarter,
section 9, township 41 north, range 10 east, Mount Diablo base and
meridian, in California, containing 160 acres.

Suc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized, upon comgllunce with the foregoing section and proof of
gald complianee by the entryman under the timber-and-stone act of
June 3, 1878, and acts amendatory thereof, to Issue to A. W. Toreson,
gon and heir of Anna M. Toreson, deceased, a patent for the south half
of the southwest guarter, the northeast qllz.tarter of the southwest guar-
ter, and the northwest quarter of the southenst quarter, seection 9, town-
ship 41 north, range 10 east, Mount Diablo base and meridian, being
the same land described In seetlon 1 of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, if
anybody can give me any information about this bill T wish they
would. Anna M. Toreson took up a homestead claim, I be-
lieve, she being a very old lady, and died, leaving several chil-
dren. This bill proposes to turn that right over to A. W. Tore-
gon as the son and heir of Anna 3M. Toreson. What becomes of
the other heirs? How do they eliminate the elaim of the other
heirs? A

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill introduced by my
colleague Mr. Raxer, who i away. I ask that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California
[Mr. Kaux] requests that the consideration of this bill be
passed without prejudice. Without objection, it will be so
ordered.

There was no objection.

JOHN M. OARK.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. It,
17709) for the relief of John M. Oak.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Trensury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to John M. Oak, postmaster at
Bangor, Me., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of £110,184.85, for postal funds, key-deposit funds,

ostage stamps and other stamped paper, and such further sum as shall
he ascertained to have been lost from money-order funds, on aceount of
lcsses resulting from fire April 30, 1911.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the com-
mittee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

- it]!rriike cut all after the enacting clause and insert In Heu thereof the
ollowing :

“That the Postmaster General be, and he Is hereby, authorized and
directed to credit the accounts of John AL Oak, tmaster at Bangor,
Me., in the sum of $182,311.12, due to the United States on account of
postal funds, key-deposit funds, money-order funds, postage stamps, and
;n{t)rlu;r"st,nmped paper on account of losses resulting from fire April 30,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

ANTONIA SOUSA, DECEASED.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
2070) for the relief of the estate of Antonia Souss, deceased.

The bill was read, with a committee amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Let the bill go over, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Max~] objects. £

REFUND TO THE SPARROW GRAVELY TOBACCO CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 18213) to refund to the Sparrow Gravely Tobacco Co.
the sum of $173.52, with penalty and interest, the same having
been erroneously paid by them to the Government of the
United States.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Whereas heretofore, to wit, in the month of June, 1908, a tax of
$173.52 was assessed against the Sparrow Gravely Tobaceo Co. by
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in the western district of
Virginia, the same being for a deficiency in the account of the said
company for the year 1907 ; and

Whereas this asscssment was by reason of the fact that the said eom-
pany had erroneously omitted to include in their inventory for Janu-
ary 1, 1908, 1 hogshead of scrap tobacco; and

Whereas this omission was an honest error om the part of the sald
company, which the Internal Revenue Department did not allow
them {o correct by means of an amended !nventnrz: and

Whereas as the result of this error on the part of the sald company,
and the refusal of the department to allow the same to be correeted,
the said company has been compelled to pay to the Government the
above assessment, with penalty and interest, which said amount was
in excess of what was actnally due from the said company to the
Government : Now therefore,

Be it enacted, ete,, That the sald sum of $173.52. with Interest and

nalty, is hereby directed to be refunded to the said Sparrow Gravely

'obacco Co. from the Treasury of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—I
shall not object, for I think it is a very meritorious proposi-
tion—it will not do any particular good to pass the bill. It
does not purport to appropriate any money for the payment of
the claim.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing about this
bill; but I want to call attention to a state of faets with
reference to men and small corporations that are not subject
to the corporation tax that have failed by a day or two,

and sometimes by a week, to make a return, and have been

assessed under a penalty ranging from $25 up. There is no
means by which those people have been able to secure relief
from that penalty. This appears to have been a faunlt or mis-
take by the owners of this tobaeco, or whatever it was, in mak-
ing the returns:

A Dbill has been pending before the Committee on Ways and
Means for a year, in which an effort has been made to authorize
the Secretary of the Treasury to settle or compromise these
penalfies against these corporations all over the country which
are not subject to the corporation tax and who have failed to
make the refurns in time showing that they are not subject.
There are now 30,000 cases of this kind in the office of the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue awaiting treatment.

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that, of course, irre-
spective of that, in this particular case there was a mere error
of a clerk in adding up the figures on the inventory. There was
no negligence on the part of anybody whatever.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
gideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first
committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, in lines 14 and 15, strike out t rds * »
scrapgatolmcco." and Ingert In lleu thereof trfe ‘:roord:l “?::ee 'ﬁ?ﬁ’lé?aglé’é
tobacco In process.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the amendment. . :
The question was taken, and the amendment was agread to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words
and penalty,” and insert in lien thereof “ $76.90,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HAY, Mr. POU, and Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi rose.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an amendment to

The question is on agreeing to

“$73.52, with interest

'this bill before it is flially disposed of.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send the

~amendment fo the Clerk's desk.
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Mr. POU. If the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] will
by unanimous consent go ahead, I will ask unanimous consent
to recur to this bill after the gentleman from Virginia finishes.

ROBERT H. FECK.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, a moment ago a bill for the rellef
of Capt. Robert H. Peck was laid aside until I could secure the
bill which has passed the Senate. I have the bill now, and I
ask that it be considered. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 6636) to authorize the President of the United States to
appoint Robert H. Peck a captainh in the Army.

Bte it enacted, ete., That the President:of the United States, in his
discretion, be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint Robert H. Peck to
the grade of captain of Infantry, United States Army, to take rank at
the foot of the list of captains of Infantry; and that no back pay or
allowaneces shall acerue as a result of the passage of this act; and that
there shall be no increase in the total num of officers now authorized
by law by reason of the passage of thls act.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House bill (No.
4509) of similar character be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill.

There was no objection,

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed.

LLOYD L. R. KREBS.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, while the gentleman from North
Carolina is arranging his amendment——

Mr. POU. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Haxy] it was a little difficult to get this amendment in proper
shape, and I will ask that the call of the calendar proceed until
I have it completed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill un-
der consideration will be temporarily laid aside.

Mr. MANN. What bill is it?

Mr. BARTLETT. A tobacco bill.

Mr, HAY. It is a bill which was just passed over.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] a
moment ago objected to the House bill 7142, for the relief of
Lloyd L. R. Krebs. The gentleman now states that he will
withdraw his objection if I will state that, in my judgment,
this is a bill that ought to be passed and is of very great merit.
T want to say that I so regard it, and I have no personal inter-
est in it or connection whatever with the parties interested.
And, as the gentleman does not object, I hope the bill will be
passed. It has already been read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bhill (H. R. 7142) authorizing the President to nominate and, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Lloyd L. R.
Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of the United States Army,
a major in the Medical Corps on the retired list, and increasing the
retired list by one for the purposes of this act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

TThe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

I. 8. ROGERS AND J. L. WORTHLEY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
7650) for the relief of I. 8. Rogers and J. I.. Worthley.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Re it enacted, cto., That the sum of $1,000 be, and the same is hereby,
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, to reimburse I. 8. Rogers and J. L. Worthley for money paid
to the proper officers of the court as bondsmen for U, G. Copeland,
indicted for violating section 5438 of the Revised Statutes, who was
afterwards, to wit, on the 16th day of 2&)!‘11. 1910, duly tried and con-
victed in the District Court of the United States for the Western Divi-
slon of the Eastern District of Arkansas for his offense and sentenced
to imprisonment at hard labor In the United States penitentiary at
Atlanta, Ga., for a period of five years, the said 1. 8. Rogers and J, L.
Worthley rendering material aid to the Government in the apprehen-
slon and prosecution of the said U. G. Copeland.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macox], who introduced
the bill, for a short statement in reference to it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. Macon] is not present. :

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman is temporarily absent from
the ecity; otherwise, I think he would be here.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

_The Clerk read as follows: .

Page 1, line 3, strike out the words * one thousand ” and insert in
lieu therecf * seven hundrcd and fifty."

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read a third time, and passed.

COWDEN & COWDEN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 17850) to pay Cowden & Cowden, of Amory, Monroe
County, Miss,, for the loss of a horse while being used by the
Department of Agriculture.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 17850) to pay Cowden & Cowden, of Amory, Monroe

County, Miss., for the loss of a horse while belng used by the De-

partment of Agriculture.

Be it pnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Cowden & Cowden, of Amory,
Monroe County, Miss., the sum of $200 for a horse that died while in
use by employees of the Department of Agriculture.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-

The question is on agreeing to

sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman what good it would do to pass
the bill, there being no appropriation in it? Second, why the
Government should have to pay for the loss of a horse. It
says that it was the result of the improper use and the neglect of
one of the employees of the Agricultural Department. YWhy
do you not require the employee to pay for the horse he killed
through improper use and neglect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? ;

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. I would like to
hear from the gentleman from Tombigbhee. [Laughter.]

Mr. CANDLER. The facts in relation to this bill were fully
submitted to the Agricultural Department and thoroughly con-
sidered by the Secretary of that department. e recommended,
as is contained in the report, that a reasonable sum be appro-
priated to pay for the horse.

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that the com-
mittee ought to comply with that recommendation and put an
appropriation in the bill? If you pass this bill 40 times it
would not give the man any money.

Mr. CANDLER. That can be avoided very easily.

Mr. MANN. It can not be avoided unless an amendment is
offered.

The Clerk read the following amendment:

On page 1, line b, strike out the words * two hundr
the words * one hundred and thirty-five.”

The amendment was agreed te.

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

, line 4, after the word * L, insert th L
molr,laeg'e 11lot otherwise npgl?opr‘l)nled.'w SuAeL Sic pin "t on sny

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

LLOYD L. B. KREBS,

Mr. HAY. Mryr. Speaker, since the bill H. R. 7142, in rela-
tion to appointing Lloyd L. It. Krebs a captain in the Medical
Corps, was passed, I have in my hand now a similar bill
passed by the Senate. I ask unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings with reference to that bill may be vacated and that
the Committee on Military Affairs may be digcharged from the
consideration of the Senate bill, and that the Senate bill be
substituted for the House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the Senate
bill.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

An act (8. 1337) authorizing the President to nominate and, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Lloyd L. I.
Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of the United States
Army, a major in the Medical Corps on the retired list, and increasing
the retired list by one for the purposes of this act.

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-
fzed to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Benate
to appoint Lloyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of
the United Btates Army, to be a major of the Medical Corps on the
retired list of the Army. And the retired list is hereby increased by
one for the purposes of this act.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
The bill H. R. 7142 was ordered to lie on the table.
J. M. H, MELLON AND OTHERS,
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
20873) for the relief of J. M. H. Mellon, administrator, James A.
Mellon, Thomas D. Mellon, Mrs. E. L. Sevird, J. M. H. Mellon,

" and insert
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Bessie Blue, Mrs Simpson, Annie Turley, C. B. Eyler, Luella C.
Pearce, John McCracken, A. J. Mellon, J. J. Marlin, Eugene
Richmond, Springdale Methodist Episcopal Church, Heidekamp
Mirror Co., James P. Confer, jr., W. P. Bigley, W. J. Bole, and
8. A. Moyer, all of Allegheny County, Pa.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: -

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to gny. out of any money in the Treas-
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, with interest
thereon from July 1, 1907, to J. M. H. Mellon, administrator, the sum
of £3,001,52, to James A. Mellon the sum of $2,002.70, to Thomas D.
Mellon the sum of $1,258.03, to Mrs, E. L. Sevird the sum of §366.75, to
J. M. H. Mellon the sum of $1531, to Bessie Blue the sum of 370, to
Mrs. Simpson the sum of $13.80, to Annie Turley the sum of 3$47.15,
to C. B. Eyler the sum of $437, to Luella €. Pearce the sum of §918.70
to- John MeCracken the sum of $63.25, to A, J. Mellon the sum o
$821.84, to J. J. Marlin the sum of $51.75, to Eugene Richmond the
sum of $36.80, to the Springdale Methodist E?lscngaf Church the sum
of $270, to Heidekamp Mirror Co. the sum of $7,057.21, to James FP.
Confer, jr., the sum of $28.75, to W. P. Bigley the sum of $552, to
W. J. Bole the sum of $330.73, and to 8. A. Moyer the sum of $34.50,
as compensation for the injurles sustained h{dthem by reason of a flood
in the Allegheny River in January, 1907, said principal sums being the-
amounts recommended to be Rar{.cllythe parties herein named by the Chief
of Engineers, United States 2

The following committee amendments were read:

Page 2, llne 3, strike out the name * Sevird" and Insert in lieu
thereof the name * Siverd.”

Page 2, line 14, strike out the name “ Marlin® and insert in leu
thereof the name * Martin.”

Page 2, line 23, strike out the word * and.” -

I'age 2, after the word “ cents,” in line 24, insert the following:
“and Albert Weiss the sum of £50.38." d

Page 1, line 8, strike out * with interest from July 1, 1907.

The commitfee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended.
SPARROW-GRAVELY TOBACCO CO.

Mr. POU. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to recur to
Calendar No. 102, the bill (H. R. 18213) to refund to the Spar-
row-Gravely Tobacco Co. moneys erroneously paid for the pur-
pose of altering an amendment. g

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from North Carelina?

There was no objection.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words * directed to be refunded
to be” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ appropriated out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and reimburse.”

And, in lines 6 and 7, strike out the words * from the Treasury of
the United States” and insert the words * the sum aforesaid having
been erroneously pald by sald company to the United States Govern-
ment.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

JOAN C. SULLIVAN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
18294) for the relief of John C. Sullivan.
The Clerk read the bill. ‘
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.
HENRY W. CARPENTER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
12476) for the relief of Henry W. Carpenter.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Let it go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

. HARRY 8. WADE,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15181) for the relief of Harry 8. Wade.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask a question. Is the man not entitled to receive
or has he received compensation under the general compensa-
tion act?

Mr. LAFFERTY. Ie is entitled to receive compensation for
one year at the rate of $53 a month, which will amount to $636.

Mr. MANN. He is entitled to receive compensation under the
general aet.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Not compensation in full, but $636.

Mr. MANN. Whatever it is.

Mr. LAFFERTY. The fact is that this young man——

Mr. MANN. I do not propose the facts at this time. The
fact is that this is the first bill that has been reported in which
it is préposed to pay a man for personal injuries where he

already had received compensation under the original act. If
this bill passes, every man who receives an injury under the
Government, having received some compensation, will ‘there-
upon ask a Member of Congress to introduce a bill for him. It
will require discussion at some other time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Let it go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

THEODORE SALUS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
13838) for the relief of Theodore Salus.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Beeretary of the Treasur]y be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Theodore Salus, out of any
rﬂmneg in the Treasury not otherwise nlppmfiriamd. the sum of $5,000
or the loss of his eyes and other physical injuries received by him in
an explosion at Agana, island of Guam, on February 12, 1806, while he
wis in the employ of the Government of the United States and in the
disecharge of his duties as a foreman of labor at the town of Agana,
izsland of Guam, as aforesaid.

With the following committee amendment:

Line 6, strike out the word “five"” and insert in lien thercof the
word * three.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair bears none. The guestion is on agreeing to
the committee amendment.

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the
engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

MARY E. QUINK.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
644) for the relief of Mary E. Quinn.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, c¢tc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to Par to Mar{) E. Quinn, whose hus-
band, James H. Quinn, was fatally injured by an accident at the
Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.,, on July 10, 1903, out of the
Treasury of the United States, from any money not otherwise ap-
propriated, the sum of §5,000.

With the following commiiiee amendments:

Line 7, strike out the word “ five” and insert the word * three.”

Line 9, strike out the words * five thousand ™ and insert the words
“one thousand five hundred.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, the
committee, I see, reports an amendment to strike out $5,000
and insert in lieu thereof $1,500. I shall take my chances on
that amendment being agreed to in the absence of my genial
friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUsTIN].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendment.

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were
agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the en-
grossment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

JOHN JOHNSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 14333) for the relief of John Johnson.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and direc to pay to Johm Johnson, out of an
money In the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000,
which sum is hereby ap*:vrg?riated, for permanent injuries sustained by
sald John Johnson at te Shoals Government Light Station, Lake
Michigan, first district, on June 28, 1909,

With the following committee amendment:

Line 6, strike out the word “five" and insert in lien thereof the
word “ one.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [Afier a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendments,
which T send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 9, strike out the words * first district,” and in line 8 strike out
the word * Government.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendments offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. *

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the
engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill was ordered fo be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
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FRANK WENZEL.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(I R. 16621) for the indemnification of Frank Wenzel.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to pay to Frank Wenzel, former employee of
the Treasury Department, the sum of $5,000, to indemnlfg him for
permanent personal injuries received by him December 6, 1895, by rea-
gon of the defective condition and t of the ger ele-
vator in the Government building in the eity of Toledo, county of

G Lucas, and State of Ohio.

With the following committee amendment: g

Lines 6 and 7, strike out tke words “five thousand’ and insert in
lieu thereof the words * seven hundred and fifty.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to
the commitiee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the spelling of the
word *“ Toledo,” in line 11, corrected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 11, correct the spelling of the word * Toledo."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to

- the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed. .

H. C. OWENS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
22863) for the relief of H. C. Owens.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

RBe it énacted, ete., That the sum of $10,000, for the benefit of H. C.
Owens, who lost his eye as the result of {njuriea-rceeived on the 30th
day of April, 1908, by belng struck by the arm of a steam shovel on a
train of the Isthmian Canal Commission, at San Pablo Cabin, belonging
to the United States and bei operated on the Panama Railroad at
. San Pablo Cabin, in the Cana ne, be hereby appropriated out of

anfﬂ money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be
pa

.

to H. C. Owens by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately upon
the approval of this act.

With the following committee amendment:

Line 3, strike out the words * ten thousand”™ and insert in lien
thercof the words * two thousand five hundred.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask a question. The general law on this subject
became a law on May 30, 1908. This man was injured on April
30, 1908, which is 30 days before the general law took effect.
If he had been injured 81 days after he was he would have re-
ceived compensation under the general law. Is the gentleman
prepared to say how much that would be?

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to say exactly
how much it would be. I presume it would be a year's pay,
whatever that would be. I do not know what the pay per
month was.

Mr. MANN. I will ask the gentleman whether, irrespective of
this case, he believes it ought to be the policy of the Govern-
ment, when it passes a law beneficent in its purpose and a man
could secure compensation under that, to pay him twice as much
because the aceident happened just before the law took effect?

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, in response to that I want to say
that it is doubtful in my mind whether this man would have
been entitled to compensation even though he had been injured,
as the gentleman from Illinois suggests, 31 days later, because
the circumstances of this case are peculiar. This man was in
the employ of the Panama Railroad. He was injured not
through any fault of any employee of the Panama Railroad, so
he has no relief as against the railroad company. He was in-
Jjured through the negligence of certain people in the employ of
the Isthmian Canal Commission.

Alr. MANN. The railroad can pay him. The claim is, how-
ever, that he was injured by the Government.

Mr. WILLIS. He was injured by the employees of the
Isthmian Canal Commission. This man has entirely lost his
gight. He was a conductor, a railroad man, before he went on
the Isthmus, and since coming back has been unable, of course,
to secure employment in that work. He is totally and perma-
.nently disabled for that kind of work. It seems fo me, in view
of that, that the allowance made by the committee of $2,500
for the total loss of sight is not unreasonable.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can go out here to various insti-
tutions and find many people who are totally disabled. He can

-

find plenty of people in the District of Columbia who are
totally disabled as far as eyesight is concerned, and yet I have
not heard that that was a reason why the Government should
make appropriations in order to pay them. There is no pre-
ten;sf in this case, I can see, that anybody was negligent in the
matter.

Mr, WILLIS. Oh, yes; I think I can show the gentleman——

Mr. MIANN. T have been over the record thoroughly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears none.

The Clerk reported the committee amendment, as follows:

Page 1, line 3, strike out the words * ten thousand” and Insert in
lieu thereof the words * two thousand five hundred.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

TRANQUILINO LUNA.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
19819) to authorize the payment of $2,000 to the widow of the
late Tranquilino Luna, in full for his contest expenses in the
contested-election case of Manzanares against Luna.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

. Mr. MANN. Let the bill go over.
WILLIAM F. NORRIS,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
3668) for the relief of Willinm ¥. Norris.

The bill was read.

Mr., MANN. Let the bill go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

SLAVO RAMADANOVITCH.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dbill
(8. 462) for the relief of Slavo Ramadanovitch, of Cettigne, a
Montenegrin subject, heir and administrator of Marcus Rama-
danovitch, alias Radich, deceased.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the
hereby.‘ authorized and di:eéted %%cré:gr s::u(::t cffh ir?;r?naﬁ:;yy ?:’ 1'1‘1';61‘]:3:5’.
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Slavo Ramadanoviteh, of Cettigne, a
Montenegrin subject, heir and administrator of Marcus Ramadanoviteh,
alias Radich, deceased, formerly a Montenegrin subject, the sum of
§E.l:;sg. Ee;g;nmended by the President in his message to Congress dated

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I do not think
there is very much merit in this bill. It has been recommended
by several Secretaries of State; however, I am not going to
object.

Mr. POU. 1 will state to. the gentleman that the committee
gave this bill very careful consideration, and I do not hesitate
to say it is an entirely meritorious bill, so much so that the
President of the United States felt constrained to recommend
the appropriation of this money in a message, and the com-
mittee thinks it will promote the relations between the two
countries if the recommendation of the President be followed.

Mr. MANN. I believe this bill is the result of the pernicious,
if not the persistent, activities of some of the gentlemen who
represent foreign countries here and have little else to do. They
got a report from the Secretary of State and got a message
from the President. I do not think there is any merit in the
bill, but if it tends to promote foreign relations, which I do not
think it does, I shall not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, just a moment. When was this
message from the President sent to Congress? !

Mr. POU. In 1909. I will state to the gentleman from Illi-
nois it is perfectly clear——

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman wants to argue the facts, I
am perfectly willing to do so, but I have not objected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

RALPH E. HESS.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
12181) for the reimbursement of Ralph E. Hess for two horsea
lost while hired by the United States Geological Survey.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Ralph E. Hess, of Visalia
Cal., the sum of $150 in compensation for two horses lost while hired
by the United States Geological Burvey. :

_1‘};_&3 SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
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Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the pay of those
horses that got away and were never heard of since. They
must have been very valuable horses, because I see they got
$15 for 30 days’ use of them. Does the committee know whether
that is the full amount for the two horses?

Mr. MANN. The evidence showed this man hired these from
some sort of a relative, and that if he had hired them from
somebody else it would have cost a great deal more money. I
was wondering why these two horses were figured at $150 in
California, when we have just provided $135 for one in Mis-
sissippl.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tlme,
was read the third time, and passed.

MARY J. MANNING.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
T672) for the relief of Mary J. Manning.
The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Mary J. Manning the sum of
$334.49, being the amount of money pald hr J. H. Mitchell as surety
on the bail bond of one Thad Manning, which money was pald under
a mistake of fact, the sald Thad Manning being dead at the date for
which judgment was rendered against his said surety, the said money
having been collected bg sald J. H. Mitchell from said Mary J. Manning,
the widow of said Thad Manning, by the sale of certain of her property,
which had been conveyed by mortgage for the purpose of indemnifying
the said surety, J. H. Mitchell.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM B, TAYLOR.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
21760) for the relief of the estate of William B. Taylor,

The bill was read. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have that bill go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects. The Clerk will report the next bill,

BAMUEL BUTTER & CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
20511) for the relief of Samuel Butter & Co.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
slderation of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Let it go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MANKN] objects. The Clerk will report the next bill.

ROBERT F, SCOTT,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. It. 17355) for the relief of Robert I, Scott.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Let the bill go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxn] objects. The Clerk will report the next bill

"HEIRS OF VICTIMS OF FORT LAFAYETTE EXPLOSION.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
15594) for the relief of the heirs of those killed in the explosion
at Fort Lafayette, February 19, 1903.

The bill was read, as follows:

Ee it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pnﬁ, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise aEPrggriated, to the heirs and legal representatives
of those who were killed in the empl:ar of the United States in the
discharge of their duties on the 10th day of February, 1903, at Fort
Lafayette, in the harbor of New York, by the explosion of an S-inch
shell, the respectlve sums hereinafter stated, being a sum equal to one
year’s pay, or a part thereof, at the rate of compensation id the*
injured employee at the time of his injury, the same being In full, and
the receipt of the same being taken and accepted in each case as full
and final release and discharge of the respective claims, namely :

a To pay $895.20 to the heirs or legal representatives of Wllfia.m Van
urp.

To pay $895.20 to the helrs or legal representatives of Gustav Doser.

To pay $805 to the heirs or legal representatives of John Mason.
MTcnd pay $805.20 to the heirs or legal representutives of Frederick

under.

To pay $730 to the heirs or legal representatives of James Clancey.

To p $1,200.60 to the heirs or legal representatives of Joh!;:l
Rother : Provided, That where the deceased left o widow and ehildren
the widow shall receive one-half, and the children shall share alike,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Is there objection?

Is there objection to the con-

Is there objection “to the con-

Is there objection to the con-
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Mr., MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask some gentleman in reference to this bill. It just provides
for the payment of money to the heirs and legal representatives
of theose who were killed. That is general langnage. If the
legal representatives are heirs, that possibly could be done, but
I do not see how it could be. Then, when it gets over in the
bill farther it names the amounts and provides that the money
shall be paid to the heirs of the legal representatives. A legal
representative should be the administrator. If this is paid to
the legal representatives, it may be applied in the payment of
a debt——

Mr. CANNON. Ought not “ legal representatives ” be stricken
out all through?

Mr. MANN. I am calling this to the attention of the House
in the hope that whoever is interested in the bill before it gets
through and is made a law will have it fixed so that somebody
can have the money. I do not think the department will be
entitled to determine.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? Have we ever
appropriated in these injury cases to pay the debts of the party?

- Mr. MANN. We never have attempted to do that. I guess
it would be as well to strike out *legal representatives” and
do it the other way.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There would be no objection to that
as far as that is concerned.

Mr. MANN. I move fo strike out, on page 1, line 5, the words
“and legal representatives.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
amendment. v

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 1, lines 5 and 6, by striking out the words “and legal
representatives.” :

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Then I move to strike out, on page 2, wherever
they oceur, the words “ or legal representatives.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2 strike out wherever they occur the words “or legal repre-
sentatives.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

CLAIMS OF SETTLERS, SHERMAN COUNTY, OREG.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 205) to adjust the claims of certain settlers in Sherman
County, Oreg.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I ask to have that go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MANN] objects,

HEIRS OF WILLIAM HANNUM.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
14748) to refund certain taxes paid by the heirs of William
Hannum, deceased.

The bill was read.

" The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. This is one of the bills of the kind that we
had up a while ago. There is no use in rending it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. FosteER] objects.

BOLOGNESI, HARTFIELD & CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
21403) for the relief of Bolognesi, Hartfield & Co.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I think that should go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MaNN] objects. 3

J. KENNAED & BONS CARPET CO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(8. 4007) for the relief of the J. Kennard & Sons Carpet Co.

The bill was read.
- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that be passed over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Pou] objects.

JOHN T. HAINES,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bili
(8. 4778) to correct the military record of John T. Haines.
The bill was read.

The Clerk will report the
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Let that go over, too.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, Maxx] objects.

LEGAL HEIRS OF A. G. STRAIN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2427) for the relief of the legal heirs of A. G. Strain.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office
be, and he is hereby, authorized to relinquish to the legal heirs of A. G.
Strain, by proper deed of conveyance, all title which the sald A. G.
Strain had vested in the United States Government to the following-
deseribed lands : North half northeast quarter and north half northwest
quarter, section 22, township 4 north, range 15 west, S8an Bernardino
meridian, in the county of Angeles, State of California: Provided,
That the said heirs of A. G. Strain make satisfactory proof of such
conveyance to the United States of sald land by the submission of an
abstract of title, together with the deed of conveyance to the United
States of the same, which sald deed and abstract or abstracts shall be
retained in the files of the General Land Office,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] 'The Chair hears none. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate bill. ;

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

H. 0. HODGES, H. A. POWELL, JOHN SMITH, AND JOSEPH RIDLEY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 20692) for the relief of H. C. Hodges, II. A. Powell, John
Smith, and Joseph Ridley.

The bill was read. y

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have that bill go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MAxN] objects.

H. J. RANDOLPH HEMMING.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
21526) for the relief of H. J. Randolph Hemming,

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I ask to have that go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxx] objects.

ELLEN M. STONE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. IR.
2461) to provide for the repayment of the ransom of Ellen M.
Stone.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have that passed over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MANN] objects. y

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman to with-
hold his objection for a moment?

Mr. MANN. For the purpose of making a speech on the bill?
Mr. SHARP. Just a moment, in which to make an explana-
tion.

Mr. MANN. Well, that might require me to make a speech
of 15 or 20 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state that
the bill has been drawn on the wrong supposition as to the
parties, It will have to be remodeled anyway.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Maxw] withhold his objection? f

Mr. MANN. 1 do not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
[Mr. Maxx] objects.

The gentleman from Illinois

GEORGE P. HEARD.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. I
23080) for the relief of George P. Heard. :

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that that go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr., MaxN] objects.

JOHN J. TROXELL.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
5135) to correct the military record of John J. Troxell,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is thers objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, usually these bills
recently have given a man a pensionable status. This proposes
to revoke an order which dismissad him. The fact is, the man
got into a row with Gen. McCook.

Mr. GARNER. Some one has suggested that the President
has vetoed a number of bills of this character.

Mr. FOSTER. He has vetoed bills where it changed the rec-
ord. I have never known the President to sign a bill where it

changes the record in the War Department. This provides for
giving this man an honorable discharge, which he has not now.

Mr, PEPPER. It is not a case of desertion, and it is the de-
sertion cases that have been vetoed.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 remember distinctly that I had a bill that
passed the House twice without opposition, went through the
Senate, and went to both Presidents that we have had within
the last few years, and they both vetoed the bill

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WILLIS. The bill is in the form which I understand
would meet the objections raised to the other bill. What the
gentleman refers to is the objection which the Chief Executive
had to attempting to falsify the record of the War Department.
There is no attempt to change the record here.

Mr. MANN. Why not? It says that the order is revoked and
set aside.

Mr. WILLIS. The record still stands there.

Mr. MANN. This purports to set aside the record.

Mr. GARNER. Let me ask the gentleman. The object, I
suppose, is to get this man a pensionable status?

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly.

Mr. GARNER. Then why not put it in the form uspd re-
cently to remove the impediment for securing a pension?

Mr. MANN, I think this bill had better go over, and I
object.

GASTON LEE HOLMES.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. 1. 14607) authorizing the President to reinstate Gaston
Tee Holmes as a midshipman in the United States Naval
Academy.

Mr. MANN. Let that bill go over.
JOHN W. WEST.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 6544) for the relief of the heirs of John W. West, de-
ceased. e

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Let that bill go over.

LUTHER BURDANE.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. It,
22043) to patent certain semiarid lands to Luther Burbank,
under certain conditions,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there be set aslde for a perlod of five years
guch portions of the unapgrnﬂ:riatad, nonmineral, and nonirrigable un-
reserved lands situated in California, New Mexico, Arizona, and Nevada
as Luther Burbank, of Santa Rosa, Cal, may select, not to exceed 12
gections in all, and the right to enter the same and propagate the
spineless cacti thereon, erecting all necessary improvements, and clear-
ing and tilling the soil thereof, be granted the said Luther Burbank,
his heirs, and successors In interest,

8rc. 2. That the Secret. of the Interior be directed to Issue patent
from the United States to the sald Luther Burbank, his heirs, or sucees-
gors in interest, for all or any legal subdlvision of the sald lands so set
aside upon the payment of $1.23 per acre, or $2.50 per acre if the same
be reserved sections within any railroad grant, as purchase price, pro-
vided said {mymmt is made within the said five years : Prowided, That no
patent shall issue until the sald Luther Burbank or his helrs or sue-
cessors in Interest shall have had at least 100,000 growing plants of
spineless eacti of a character suitable for animal food upon sald lands
or some part thereof for the [.;i‘riod of two years: Provided further,
That the land selected shall approved by the BSecretary of the
Interior, and that the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall
certify as to the semiarid, nonmineral, nonirrigable, and unsuitable
character of the said lands for agricul 1 purposes under present
methods of agriculture before the same shall be set aside as herein
provided, ag;i that said certificate shall be conclusive as to the character
of sald lands.

The Clerk read the followinfg committee amendments:

On page 1, line 4, after the word “ unappropriated,” add a comma.

On the same line, after the word “ nonmineral,"” strike out the word
“and"” and insert * nentimber.” On the same line, after the word
“ nonirrigable,” insert the word * and.”

On page 1, line 5, before the word * land,” Insert the word * public.”

On page 1, line 13, strike out the words * from the United States.™

On page 2, at the end of line 10, after the word * years"” and before
the colon, insert the following: *‘ and until it has been shown to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interlor that the lands to be pat-
ented are snitable for the growth of spineless cactl valuable for domes-
tle animal food.”

On page 2, In line 12, strike out the words “and that” after the
word * Interfor ™ and Insert the word * when.”

On page 2, in line 13, strike out the words “as to the before the
word * semlarid " and insert the following words: * to the Secretary
of the Interior is.”

On e 2, line 14, after the word .* nonirrigable,” insert the words
A nnntP:ﬁ ered, unreserved,” and strike out the words * the character
of sald land " In lines 14 and 15. ¢

The committee amendments were agreed to.
The bill a8 amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

E. ROSENWALD & BRO.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
20124) for the relief of E. Rosenwald & Bro.
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwisze apﬁropristed, to pay to E. Rosenwald & Bro. the sum of
$4,022 85, ich sum is hereby nplprogriﬂted. being the amount of
money unlawfully collected from said E. Rosenwald & Bro. upen an
entry covering 186 bales of unstemmed wrnpger tobacco, made upon
June 1, 1909, and liguldated upon October 4, 1909,

Such liguidation was unlawfully made and said duty unlawfully
levied, assessed, and collected upon 2,660.51 pounds of tobacco more
than the actual amount of said entry upon proper allowance for tare.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,

was read the third time, and passed.
MEETING OF THE HOUSE NEXT WEEK.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous
consent that when the House adjourns on Monday next it ad-
journ to meet on Thursday, June 27, and that when it adjourns
on Thursday, June 27, it adjourn to meet on Monday, July 1.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns on
Monday next it be to meet on Thursday, June 27, and that when
it adjourns on Thursday, June 27, it be to meet on Monday,
July 1. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, can
we have an understanding among those who are here that the
House after Monday next until the following Monday will
transact no business whatever except the reading of the Journal?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And the motion to adjourn. That is
the purpese. My purpose is if this is agreed to, to do that,
except that on Monday next we will transact such business
that may come up.

Mr. MANN. Monday is Distriet day, and if they have any
business we can transact that. Otherwise I guess we will have
no business.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest to the gentle-
man from Alabama that under this order we will adjourn from
Thursday next until the day the new fiscal year begins. TPublie
service will stop unless some provision is'made for it. It seems
to me, as there is to be a practical adjournment during that
time there ought to be a resolution extending the appropria-
tions, as is usual in such case, for 15 or 30 days, as the case
may be, or until further order.

Mr, UNDERWOOD, Mr, Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
from 1llinois that as far as the House is concerned the appro-
priation bills are in the Senate, and the House, I think, could
have disposed of the appropriation bills before the 1st day of
July if the Senate had acted upon them, but the SRenate has
already agreed not to transact any business whatever until the
1st day of July. Therefore, If we send a resolution of the kind
referred to to extend appropriations for the next fiseal year it
would accomplish no result.

Mr. CANNON. Had we not better throw the responsibility
on the Senate?

Mr. MANN. I would suggest to my colleague that if they de-
gire to do that, of course, it could be done to-morrow or upon
Monday.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; there is an opportunity to do so,
but I do not see that anything will be accomplished by it as the
Senate has already agreed to transact no business,

Mr., CANNON., It is perfectly patent that without violating
the law all along the line, with the exception of here and there
a permanent appropriation and with certain exceptions touching
the Army and Navy, that the public service will stop unless, as
1 say, everybody is guilty of serious infraction of the law.

Mr. GARNER. But the point the gentleman suggests is that
the Senate has agreed by unanimous consent to transact no
business until the 1st day of July. A resolution of the character
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois could not meet with
any action on the part of the Senate under that unanimous-
consent agreement. Therefore, it would be useless for us to
pass that kind of a resolution at this time. .

Mr., CANNON. It seems fo me that the resolution ought to
pass. In other words, all public business stops on the 1st day
of July unless an appropriation is made to continue it.

Mr. GARNER. But the Senate will meet on the 1st day of
July and the House will meet on the 1st day of July. A resolu-
tion of that kind could be passed through each of them on that
day, if it was deemed advisable.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Alabama?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the gentleman intends
to move to adjourn after that request is agreed to?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is a unanimous-consent request
over on this side, and I wish to also ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to-

.

morrow at 10 o'clock, so as to accommodate certain gentlemen
who have some very important business to be transacted later
in the afternoon.

Mr. MANN. The business in order to-morrow ought not to
take very long, and I do not see any necessity for meeting be-
fore 12 o'clock. !

Mr, CANNON. Oh, we will be away from here by 4 o'clock.

Ml;. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the Chair to submit my re-
quest,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns cn Mon-
day next it adjourn to meet on the following Thursday, avd
that when it adjourns on that day, the 27th, it adjourn to meet
the following Monday, July 1. Is there objection? [Affer a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would now like to see if I can agree
with the gentleman from Illinois about meeting to-morrow
morning. There is yet about a page and a half of this Private
Calendar.

Mr. MANN. But that is not in order to-morrow.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ob, yes; it is in order under the rule.

Mr, MANN. No; pension business is in order to-morrow.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the pension bills are disposed of,
then this would be in order.

Mr. MANN. I do not think so. .

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I remember very clearly the request T
made that this matter should be in order, not to interfere with
pension bills, on any day this week.

Mr. MANN. It is not material. I do not expect we shall
spend very much time on the Private Calendar to-morrow out-
side of pension bills. We will have plenty of time to go through
the Private Calendar before we adjourn and dispose of these
matters.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution, which I am
very anxious to have passed, to send certain matters to the
Court of Claims.

Mr. MANN. There is no hurry about that,
have to pass the Senate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to meet to-morrow
at 11 o'cloek.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we met this morning at 10 o'clock.
I object.

That does not

OLMSTEAD LANDS, NORTH CAROLINA.

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the IHouse the bill
(H. R. 20738) for the transfer of the so-called Olmstead lands
in the State of North Carolina from the Solicitor of the Treas-
ury to the Secretary of Agriculture, with a Senate amendment
thereto.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate anmendment be agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
pause]. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

ALEXANRDER HAMILTON STEPHENS.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recomrp an address delivered by Hon. Wit-
LIAM (. BRANTLEY, of Georgia, on the oceasion of the unveiling
of a tablet to the memory of Alexander Hamilton Stephens, of
Georgia, by the Confederate Memorial Literary Society in Rich-
mond, Va., May 22, 1912.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

[After a

Is there objection to the re-

quest? [After a pause]. The Chair hears none, and it is so
ordered.
ENBOLLED DILLS SIGNED,
Mr. CRAVENS, from the Commiftee on Enrolled Bills,

reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the
same:

H. R. 17681. An act making appropriations to provide for
the expenses of the Government of the District of Columbia
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other pur-
poses;

H. R. 18712. An act granting pensions and inerease of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors;

H. RR. 23765. An act granting pensions and increases of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors;

H. R. 22867. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
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and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors;

H. R, 22194, An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sallors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors;

H. . 20628. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and =ailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors;

H. R. 23515. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and cerfain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War, and to widows of dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors;

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint
resolution and bills of the following titles:

8. J. Res. 101, Joint resolution to appoint Andrew D. White
a member of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion;

8.3203. An act to authorize the sale of certain lands within
the Umatilla Indian Reservation to the city of Pendleton, Oreg.
and

8.6479. An act to aunthorize the St. Lonis Southwestern Rail-
way Co. to repair, alter, or rebuild certain bridges in the State
of Arkansas.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 41
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Sat-
urday, June 22, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as fol-
lows: e

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 6776) for the relief of the Apache
Indians held as prisoners of war on the Fort Sill Military Res-
ervation, in Oklahoma, and for other purposes, reported the
game with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 917),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on the Judielary, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 21594) to appoint a commis-
sion to consider and report upon the general subject of the treat-
ment of juvenile and first offenders, together with the best sys-
tem of detention of Federal prisoners, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 918), which said bill
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Ar. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commeree, to which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 517)
to investizate certain coal companies doing business in Two
Harbors, Minn., reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 918), which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 25470) to authorize the Great
Northern Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Missourl
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 25471) to provide for the con-
struction of a public building at Anoka, Minn.; to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 25472) to amend section
801 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska (by request): A bill (H. R.
25473) to provide small farm homes for worthy citizens of the
United States; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 25474) to provide for the
holding of two regular terms of the United States District Court
for the Eastern District of the State of Oklahoma at Hugo,
Okla.; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: !

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (IH. R. 25475) granting a pension to
Ariadne Leak Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 25476) granting
a pension to George L. Mickle; to the Committes on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25477) to remove the charge of desertion
and grant an honorable discharge to James Kane; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 25478) granting a pension to
Jane Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25479) granting a pension to Hannah
Norwood ; to the Committee on Infalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25480) to correct the military record of
James H. Thompson; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 25481) granting an in-
crease of pension to Francis J. Truesdell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 25482) granting a pension to
George A. Loughery; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25483) for the relief of the heirs of Alex-
ander Stalnaker; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25484) for the relief of the heirs of Bryson
Hamilton; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 25485) grant-
ing an increase of pension to J. W. Linsley; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 254S6)
granting an increase of pension to Franeis M. King; fo the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 25487) granting a pension to
James W. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOWARD : A bill (H. R. 25488) for the relief of heirs
or estate of Wilson Y. Whitaker, deceased; to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 25480) for
the relief of Daniel O’'Riley ; to the Committee on War (laims.

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (IH. RR. 25490) grant-
ing a pension to George Uhl; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 25401) granting
an increase of pension to Harriet G. Sangster; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 25492) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel 8. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 25493) granting an in-
-crease of pension to Nancy H. Hutcheson; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. It. 25494) granting an increase of
pension to William R. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 25405) granting
an increase of pension to Joseph Phillips; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. .

By Mr. TAGGART : A bill (H. R. 25496) granting a pension
to Mary White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 25497) granting an increase
of pension to James Wilkins; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of Polish societies
of the States of Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, New Jersey, Michigan,
and Arkansas, against passage of bills restricting immigration;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Polish Society No. 532, of Oswego, N. Y,
against passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mitiee on Immigration and Naturalization,

Also, memorial of societies of the Polish Roman Catholic
Union of America of the States of Michigan, Indiana, Illinois,
Kansas, and New York, against passage of bills restricting
immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

By Mr. ALLEN : Memorial of Episcopal Church Club, of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, favoring passage of bill' for relief of Alaskan
natives; to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, memorial of Order of Independent Americans, of the
State of Pennsylvania, favoring passage of bills restricting im-
migration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of Pennsylvania Civil Service RRe-
form Association, against passage of provision of section §
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in House bill 24023, relative to five-year tenure of office for
go'v.ernmeut employees; to the Committee on Appropria-
ons.

By Mr. BARNHART : Memorial of 8t. Urban Society, No.
399, of Otis, Ind., against passage of bills restricting immigra-
Eon; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

on.

By Mr. BROWN : Papers to accompany a bill for the relief
oé ::he heirs of Bryson Hamilton; to the Committee on War

aims,

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the heirs of
Alexander Stolmaker; to the Committee en War Claims.

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of Polish-American citizens of
Chicago, Ill., and Pelish National Alliance of the United States
of America, against passage of bills restricting immigration; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of Carl Brewer and 6 others, of Onarga; A.
Sutton and 5 others, of 8t. Anne; W. Smith & Son and 10
others, of Milford; Wilson & West and 2 others, of Martinton;
George Camps and 6 others, of Minooka; Arnold Harken Co,
and 5 others, of Peotone; F. M. Wright Co. and 8 others, of
‘Manteno; Hennessy & Spies and 8 others, of Chebanse; M. R.
Meents & Sons and 14 others, of Clifton; O. L. Calkins and 9
others, of Momence; Trobaugh, Kraft & Wright and 1 other,
of Gilman; Sterrenberg & Voigt and 2 others, of Crescent City;
.and Volberding Shoe Co. and 11 others, of Watseka, all in
the State of Illineis, protesting against the enactment of pro-
posed parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads. !

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of Pennsylvania Civil Service
Reform Association, against passage of section § of House bill
24023, relative to five-year tenure of office for Government em-
ployees; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Petition of United Spanish
War Veterans of New York City, favoring passage of House
bill 17470, providing pensions for widows and minor children
of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, memorial of Queen Hedwig Society, No. 393, of Buffalo,
N. Y., against passage of bills restricting immigration; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of
Trenton, N. J., against passage of Senate bill 5458, relating to
building bridge over the Delaware River near Trenton; to the
Qommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Order of Railway Conductors of Ameriea,
Division Neo. 175, of Memphis, Tenn., against passage of the
proposed employers' liability and werkmen’s compensation act;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitien of ©. A. Burrows, of Lancaster, Pa., favoring
passage of House bill 13114, old-age pension bill; to the Com-
-mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOEKE: Petition of 35 textile workers of Brunswick,
Me,, favoring passage of the ‘Goeke postal-express bill; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAMILL: Memorial of Trenton Chamber of Com-
merce, of Trenton, N. J., ngainst passage of Senate bill 5458,
relative to building a bridge across the Delaware River at
Trenton; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, memorial of the United Business Men’s Association of
Philadelphia, Pa., favering passage of House bill 9242, relative
to pensions for civil-service employees; to the Committee on
Reform in Civil Service, i

By Mr. HARDWICK : Papers in support of bill (H. R. 24940)
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. O, A. Stovall; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LAFFERTY : Memorial of Pendleton Commercial As-
sociation, of Pendleton, Oreg., favoring the opening of the Co-
lumbia and Snake Rivers to navigation and the utilization of
the machinery used in constructing the Panama Caual for the
purpose; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MAHER: Memorial of citizens of Danbury, Conn.,
and Bay Ridge, Brooklyn, N, Y., against passage of Senate bill
No. 5458, relative 1o celebrating 100 years of peace with Eng-
land ; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expoesitions.

By Mr. MOORE of I'ennsylvania: Memorial of Philadelphia
Board of Trade, favoring appointment of a commission for the
consideration of the questicns involved in the further amend-
ment of the patent law ; to the Committee on Patents.

Also, memorial of Trenton Chamber of Commerce, of Trenton,
N. J.. against passage of Senate bill No, 5458, relative to locat-
ing bridge by Pennsylvania Railroad Co. near Trenton; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. REDFIELD: Memorial of Our Lagy of Azenstochova
Society, No. 259, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and Labor Council of

Greater New York, against passage of bills restricting immigra-
tion; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Algo, memorial of United Garment Workers of America, favor-
ing passage of the seamen’s bill No. 22673, relative to safety for
crew and passengers on vessels; to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries. :

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial of Trenton Chamber of Com-
merce, of Trenton, N. J., against passage of Senate bill 5458,
relative to placing of bridge by Pennsylvania Railread Co. over
the Delaware River near Trenton; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., against passage
of the Burton-Littleton bill relative to celebrating 100 years of
peace with Hngland; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and
HExpositions.

Alsro, petition of Wilson & West and 2 others, of Martinton;
Arnold Harken Ce. and 5 others, of Peotone; George Camps and
6 others eof Mineoka; F. M. Wright Co. and 8 others, of Man-
teno; Hemmessy & Spies and 8 others, of Chebanse; M. It. Aleents
& Son and 10 others, of Clifton; L. W. Calkins and 9 others,
of Momence; Trobaugh, Kraft & Wright and 1 other, of Gil-
man; Sterrenberg & Voigt and 2 others, of Crescent City; and
Volberding Shoe Co. and 11 others, of Watseka, all in the State
of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation giving the
Imterstate Commerce Commission control over express rates
and classifications; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. e

Also, petition on behalf of 401,658 soldiers and sailors of the
Spanish-American War, favoring passage of House bill 17470,
for granting pensions to widows and orphans of same; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of Polish Societies of Chicago,
I11., against passage of bills restricting immigration to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Memorial of Jewish Commu-
nity of Detroit, Mich., against passage of the Dillingham bill,
providing literacy test for immigrants; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of United Spanish War Veterans
of New York City, favoring passage of House bill 17470, rela-
tive to pensions for widows and miner «children of Spanish War
Yeterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, of
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the extension of the merit system
to the Consular and Diplomatic Service; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of Council No. 69, Junior Order
United American Mechanies, of North Carolina, and Daughters
of Liberty of North Carolina, both favoring passage of House
bill 22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Order of Railway
Conductors of America, Division No. 175, of Memphis, Tenn.,
against passage of employers’ lability and workmen's compen-
gation act: to the Cominittee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of Brooklyn Chapter of American Institute of
Architects, against the repeal of the Tarnsey Act by the sundry
civil bill; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of Daughters of Liberty of New York City,
favoring passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Sarturpay, June 22, 1912.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, we thank Thee for that never-failing
providence which has shaped and guided the destiny of Thy
children from savagery through barbarism to civilization; which
in spite of the muntoward cirenmstances of life, in spite of the
efforts of men, unwittingly it may have been, to turn back the
tide of civilization, it has steadily moved forward, and we most
fervently pray that Thou wilt continue to protect, bless, and
guide us that Thy kingdom may come and Thy will be done in
earth as it is in heaven. In the spirit of the Master. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

PENSIONS.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all private pension bills to be considered to-day on the cal-
endar be considered in the House as in the Commitiee of the
Whole.
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